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liolu hw1 iu close communion with his friends. The congres
. 'ional district that he represented was greatly honored by his 
senice, while his personal friends could be numbered by thou
sands in eYery walk of life, a rare tribute to his magnetic 
g nius ancl hi attructi>eness as a man. · 

His colleagues from Michigan looketl forwartl with confidence 
to a continuance of bis public er>ice in this Capitol. His de
feat was not 11ersonal and cast no stigma upon him. In the 
recent election lle ran far alleacl of the candidates upon his 
ticket, autl indeed his candhlacy greatly strengthened the party 
to which he JJelougecl. 

He was a man of unusual talent, and had the rare faculty of 
seeing clearly anLl di tinctly the path of highest duty and when 
convinced of bis course nothing coultl influence or dissuade him 
to turn aside or falter in its performance. 

Something lla' been said about his interest in Alaskan affairs. 
I know full ,yell bow deeply be was concerned in all the legisla
tion intended to reliern those sturdy people in that distant Ter
ritory. Often lle has come to me in this Chamber and urged 
tllat those i1eople might h::J.Ye the right of self-government, and 
we worked together in the accomplishment of that result. 
When the bill ,yas passed his happine s was unrestrained. 

He was deeply iutere ted in the Territorial bill before he 
entered Congre. s, and as I see my honored friend from Arizona 
[~Ir. ASHUBST] across the aisle I am again reminded of that 
contest in which our beJoyed friend was deeply concerned. 

Ur. President, our friend has gone. We are oyerw-helrned 
by the catastrophe which en<led a life of such singular nseful
nes . I do not vretencl to comprehend it. I know that he had 
much to live for. He was rarely blessed in his llome circle 
and dernte<l to his wife and children. His comr>anions in life 
~ympathized in W · eYery aspiration. He had climbed the ladder 
from humble beginning without aid and had made for himself 
an enviable place in his Commonwealth an<l in his cot'mtry. 

His death cast a gloom over our entire State. Its darkness 
refu es to be dispelled. We hope it is for the best, but many 

·of us can not mulerstaud why such a tragetly shoultl have be
fallen our friend in the very Yigor of lJjs young manhood ancl 
at the time of hi grea te t usefnlne s to the State. 

After the Battle of Lodi it is said that the soldiers of Na-
110Jeon noticed that his eyes were closed and that, oYercome 
with the exactions and the labors of the day, he had fallen asleep 
upon the fiel<l. Those neare t to him formed a hollow square 
nbout him and stooLl with patient Yigil until rest opened his 
tired eyes. In this awful calamity tho. e who knew and loYed 
our friend, inspired. by Ws memory, ha '°'e formed a hollow 
square about his lowd one· and will guard with earnest vigil 
the fatherless little children and the stricken widow in her woe. 

I Jove to think of WlillE~IE1.'1IB, of his happy, cheerful, beauti
ful affection for his friends, of his loyalty and lorn for those 
who were dependent upon him, of the charm and grace of his 
manner, and the purity of his private and public life. 

Mr. President, I offer the re olution which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDI.eG OFFICER. 'l'he resolution will be reatl: 
The Secretary read the re ·olution (S. Res. 475), as follows: 
Resolved, That a· u further mark of re pect to the memory of Mr. 

RAYXER, Mr. TTJ;U, and Mr. WBDE~1EYER the Senate do now adjourn . . 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock 
and 20 minutes p. rn.) the Senate adjourned until :i\Iouday, Feb
ruary 24, 1913, at 10 o'clock a. m. 

XOUINATION. 
E.i:ecuti·i;e riomi11ation rcceii:ell by the Senate February 22, 1913. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Samuel H. Fisher, of Connecticut, to be United States district 

judge for Connecticut, Yice James P. Platt, deceased. 

HOUSE OF .REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, FebJ'uary B2, 1913. 

The House met at 10.30 o'clock a. ru. 
The Chaplain, ReY. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-

10,Ting prayer : 
We thank Thee, our Father in beayen, that time has not 

diminished the admiration, gratitmle, and reverence for the 
"Fath r of hi Country"; that he still liYes in the hearts of all 
true men the ideal patriot, oldier, statesman, Ohri. tian gentle
man. "Taking hjm for all in all, we shall not look upon his like 
ngaiu." W1se, strong, pure, noble, bra>e, his deeds liv-e in a 
Hepublic which has become the admiration of all peoples. We 
illn.uk Thee that millions of hearts still · beat in unison with 
_his great .hem:t, . for so long as his influence shall thus liv-e 
our Nation lmll liYe and liberty widen its sweep among the 
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peoples of the eartli, to the honor and glory of Thy holy name. 
Amen . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wm read the Journal. 
Mr. SISSON rose. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
i\Ir. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. E>idently 

there is no quorum present. 
Mr. UXDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the 

Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following members failed to 
answer to their names: 
Adair Fitzgerald 
Aiken, S. C. !',ocbt 
Ainey Fornes 
Ames Hardner, l\Iass. 
Andrus Gardner, N. J. 
Ans terry George 
Anthon.v WU 
Ayres Glass 
Barchfeld Godwin. N. C. 
Berger Goldfogle 
Blackmon Gregg, l'a. 
Bradley Gudger 
Rra:itley Ouernsey 
Br-own Hamill 

Korbly 
Lafe an 
Lafferty 
Langham 
Langley 
I-evy 
Lindsay 
Littleton 
Longworth 
Loud 
McCall 
McCreary 
McDermott 

Prince 
Red5.eld 
Reilly 
Reyburn 
Riordan 
Roberts, Nev. 
Rodenbet·g 
Rucker, Colo. 
Saba th 
Scully 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Speer 
Stack 

Burke, Pa. Hamilton, W. \a. 
Calder Hardy 

McGuire, Okla. 
McKinney 
Mc~Iorran 

Stanley 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sweet 

Carlin Harris 
Carter Har-rison, N. Y. 
Conry Hart 
Cooper Hartman 
Copley Heald 
Cr'ago Hill 
Cr-avens Hinds 
Crumpacker Howard 
Danforth Howell 
Davenport Howland 
De Forest Hughes, Ga. 
Dickrnn, Mi s. Hull 
Difenderfe1· .Johnson, Ky. 
Donohoe Kent 
Evans Kindred 
Ferris Konig 

The SPKlliER On this 
to their names, a quorum. 

Maher 
.Jatthews 
1\Iays 
Merritt 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Morgan, Okla. 
Needham 
Olmsted 
O'Shaunessy 
Palmer 
Parran 
Patten, N. Y. 
Peters 
Post 
Pray 

Talbott, Md. 
'l'aylor, Ohio. 
Thistlewood 
Townsend 
Underhill 
Vare 
Vreeland 
Warburton 
Watkins 
Weeks 
Wilson, Ill. 

·Wilson, N. Y. 
Wood, N. J. 

ro11, 257 Members ha-ve answered 

.l\Ir. "G~DERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the cail. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Tlle <loors were opene<l. 
The Journal of the procee<liugs of yesterday was read and ap

pro>ed. 
PENSIONS. 

~fr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the 
Speaker·s table the bill ( S. 275) granting pensions and in
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular 
Army and Navy and of wars other than the Civil War and 
to certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers 
and sailors, and rnoye that the House insist on its amendments 
thereto and agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER. ~he gentleman from Alabama calls up the 
bill S. 275, an omnibus pension bill, and moves that the House 
insist on its amendments thereto and agree to a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced. the following conferees: Mr. RICH

ARDSON, l\fr. DICKSON of Mississippi, and Mr. Woon of New Jersey. 

WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL .ADDRESS. 

l\Ir. CLARK of Florida. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that Wa. hington's Farewell Address may be read to the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani
mous consent that Washington's Farewell Address be read to 
the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the gentleman from 

Indiana [:Mr. BABNHART] to read the address. [Applause.] 
Mr. BAil~HART read the address, as follows: 

To the people of the Unit eel States: 
FRIENDS AND FELLOW CITIZE:NS : Tile period for a new election 

of a citizen to administer the executive goyernment of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually ar
ri\ed when your thoughts must be employed in designating· tlle 
person who is to be clothed with that important trust, it appears 
to me proper, especially as it may conduce to a more distinct 
expression of the public Yoice, that I should now appri~e :rou of 
the resolution I have formed, to decline being considered among 
the number of those out of whom a choice is to IJe made. 
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I bea 'J'-O'll, at tlle ~arue time, to do rue the justice to be assured ; Interwo...-en :i-s is the Jo-rn of liberty ~ith -e\ery ligament of 
tlrnt this re olution ha· not beeu taken '\lithout a strict regard 3"0Ur hearts no recommendation -Of min is neces ary to fortify 
to all the con ideratioUB arn)fftain.ing to the reluti"On which o.r confirm the attachment. 
bin<l · a dutiful citizen to lli c-0untry, and th-at in ·thllrawing · The tl.Ility -0f goyernment which constitutes you 'OU people 
d:lte tender -of er'\ice wMch silence in my •tuation might imply, . is al ·o now dear to you. It is ju :Uy o, foi· it i n mllin pillar 
;{JHll intluenced .Uy no diminution of :zeal :for your !utnremtere t, , in the edifiee of your l'elli indepenclenee, the upport of your 
no c1 ficiency of grateful respect for your lXl t kindne.,s but am tranquility at home, your IJea.ce abroad of your ufety of y-0ur 
~UllP 1rtetl bya full colld ti-0uthat the step i eompatible'i\ith both. ;pr-0sirerity, of that nrry liuerty which you so highly prize. Rttt 

The acceptance of ancl continuance hitherto iu the <>ffice to · :a it is easy to foresee that from different cause and fr m 
wllich your suffrages Ila-re twie-e called me n~ ve been a uniform diffe,rent quarters much pains will be taken, m..wy artifices em
~aerifice of inclination to the opinion of duty anu to a clefer-ence : ployed, to weaken in your minds the cou...-iction of thi truth. a 
£or what appen.red to be your d€sire. I constantly hoped that · thi-s is th-e _point in FOur political fortress .agaiust whieh the uat
it "·ould have been much earlier in my power, consistently with ~ ter:ies of internal illld -external enemie will be most eonstrntly 
motives wllich I was not at liberty to disregard, to retnru to 1 nnd acti\ely, though often c-0...-ertly illld insidiously, directed, 
that retirement from 'i\hicll I had b-ean 1·eluctantly drawn. The it is of infinite moment that you should properly estimate tlle 
strength of my inclination to do this lH'e\ious to the last elee- 1 immense '\alue of yam national union to your col1ecti1'e ucl 
tion had e...-en led to the preparatiou of an address to decla1~e indi'rldual huppine ; that you should cherish a cordial, habit
it to you, but mature reflection on llie then 11erplexed and ual, and immornole attachment to it, accustoming your elre to 
critical po ture of our .affairs witll foreign nations, and the ' think and speak ·Of it .as of the palladium of your political safety 
unanimous advice of persons entitled to m:r confidence, im-

1 :ind ])rosperlty, w.atching for its p1·eservation with jealous 
pellell .me to abandon the idea. anxiety, discountenancing wha.te...-er may s.ug~est e\en n su -

I rejoi e that tlle state -0f your concerns, external as w-ell .as , picion. that it ·cnn in an:r e...-~t be abandoned, .and iudig~m1tly 
iutemul, uo longer renders the pursuit of inclination incom- frowumg. upon the fu"S.t dawmng of e-rery attempt to alienate 
patible with tile sentiment o.f duty or :proprjety, and am .per- :any por~-0n o~ our cou.ntry f:r-0m tlle re t. or to enfeeble the 
na.ded, whnteYer partiality may be retained for my seITices, sa~·ed ti~ which now link. together the vanous parts .. 

that in tlle present circumstances of our country you will not .ll.or this YO? h::n·e-e~err mclucement -of SJlllpat~y and mter.est. 
diRapnrove my determination to retire. Citizens by ilmth or cno1ce .of a common country, lliat country 

~.. ~ . ., • . . (' . .. nr 
0 

s has a right to concenh·ate your .affection . The name Qf Ameri-
The l.IIlpr _ssioi;is with :\YhLh I .first ~dert-0ok the ~ du u can whieh belono-s to yon i your national capacity must always 

trust .w-e1; ·~~Plat?ed on tlte pr-0per occ~s10.i:i.: I~ the. d~~h?rg~ :exalt the just pride of p~riotism more than any :npp~llation 
of th~s tt US{ I will ~nly s.ay ~at. I ha'\ e, ~ 1~ ~oo~ ~teutions, deTired frCilll local discriminations. With slight shades of dif
contn.bnted t~wurd the _or.g~mzahon ~~ admi~1stlati.on {)~ th-e 4'erence you haT~ tlle same religion, manners, habits, and 'POliti
Government the best., exertions ?f w}11ch a ve1y falbble. JUd~- cal :principles. Y<>u ha're ln a common cause fought nncl 
m~nt was cap~l~. N?t llllCC>llsc.~ons m. the out et of the ~en- triumphed together; the inde1}endence nnd liberty you possess 
01.1ty of m~ qu,tlifications, . expenen:e, m. my own eye • per~aps ·:rre the work of joint counsels Jtnd joint efforts, of ·Common 
still. TI?-or~ rn tlle eyes of others, has stren~:nec~ ~he ~ti...-es dangers, sufferings, and success . 
~o cl.1~eiic-e ?f myself, n:nd -every d~.Y the l:11ere!sm0 wei':ht . . ~ But these considerations, oowe...-er powerfully they nddres:s 
3ears .-admomslt~ ~ie more .n~-0 ~om th?t the shade_ of :retire- themsel\es to y'.Our sensibility, are greatly outweigllecl by those 
~e?t is ~snecess:uy to n:e n~ it T\ill be. ~:lcome. Satisfied 1:11-at which apply more immediately to your interest. Here eye.ry 
if .my ,c1~cumstan:-e~ ha'\e gITen peculiar ';_~lue to m:v: sernces .portion of -0ur country finds the most commanding moti~es for 
the! "e1~ temporn~y, I h~\~. tlle consola!=1o~ to b~l.ie...-e th.at .carefully guru·ding and presernng tlie union of the whole. 
wllil~ ~ho1ce and pruden.ce .mnte me to qmt the polltical scene The North in un unrestruined in:tercom·se with the South, 
pntr1oti~ does not fo1'bid it. . . . J.)r-0teeted by the equal l:rws of a common gO'rernment, finds in 

In lookmg fo.i:~~rd t? the mom~nt which l to t~rnunate the tbe pr{){luctions of the latter gl·eat adfl.itional resources of marl
career of my vohtical life, my feelmgs itlo not pernnt me to su ·- time and crunmerctal enterprise and preci{)US material of JillUlll
pend the deep ackno-wledgment of that debt of gi:atitude which mctnring industry. The S&uth in the ame intercourse, 'bene1it
I owe to my belove.cl country for the many honors it has e?n- Jng by the same .agency of the • Torth, see its agriculture grow 
ferred upon .m~ ,still more for tlle ·Steadfa t confidence with .and its comme.ree expn.nd. Turning partly into it own chan.
which it l~as supported .me,. and for. lli~ opportunities I ha'f'e ·nels the sea.men of the North it finds its parti ular na"°igation 
then~e enJ?yed of manifes~g my lllVl~lable attachment by invigorated, . and while it contribute in different ways t-0 nourish 
. en1ces faithful and perse...-ermg, though m usefulness unequal :md increase :the geu.e1·al ma. s -0f the national nnxigation, Jt 
t6 my zeal. If benefits illrr-e resulted to "Our country from these looks forward to the protection of a maritime strength to which 
ervices, Jet it :ilways be remembei'ed to your praise, and as an it elf is unequally adapted. The East in .a like rnteroour e with 

1n tructi1-e ~ample in our annals, that under circumst:rnces in the west already ·finds and in the pi'O"'ressiYe improvement 
wllich the passiens, agitnted in ,ev.ery direction, were liable to of interior eommunlcati~n by land and ~water will mor.e nnd 
mislead :amidst a~pearan~es s?me~es. dul>:iou , .vicissitud~s '.IBOre find, a. ...-alu ble yent for the eommodities which it brings 

f fortune 'Often -OJ courugmg-m situations m which, not un- from abroad or manufactures at home. The West derives from 
frequently, want of success has countenanced the sphit of the East supplies requi ite to its growth and comfort, and, w.hnt 
cl'iticism-the constancy of your support was the ~ssentia11wop is perhaps of still greater conNequence, it must of necessity <>we 
of the efforts and fl guaranty of th~ plan~ b.Y which they we.re the secure enjoyment of indispensable outlets for its own pro
effected. Profoundly :penetrated wrth this idea, I shall carry ductions to the wei"'ht influence and the future mnr'itime 
it with me to my gru\e as. a sh·ong incitemen~ to unceasing strength of the Atla~tic

1 

side -0f the Union, directed by nn in
~'OWS that heaY-en may conti?ue to :you the eho1ees~ tokens of dissoluble community of interest as one nation. Any other ten-
1.ts beneficenee; that your llfiii?n 3;ll!i b-ro~er:y affection m~y be ure by w-hich the We t can hold this essential advn.ntnge, 
perpetual; that the free Constitution~ which is the work of your whether deriYed from tts own s pamte stren"'th or from an 
llnuds, may be sacredl_y maintained-t~at it~ administrat~on in apostate and unnatnral .conneetiou with any forclgn 11ow.er, must 
e...-ery department may be stamped with wisdom and vu'tue; be intrinsieally precarious. 
that, in !Jne, the .llappine s of th-e people of these Stat~, under While, then, e...-ery part of our country thus feel an irnme
tile tn1sp1. es of liberty, may be mad.e ~ompl~e by so. ca.refn1: a diate and particular interest in unfon, all tile parts combined 
pre~nauon and so prudent a lise of this bles-smg as will acqu.ire can not fail to find in the rmitecl mass of means and efforts 

.. t? them the glo!'Y of recommen~ng it :-0 t?e a11plause, the aff~c- greater strength, greater resource, proportionably greater se
tlon, and adoption of e\ery nation which is yet a stranger to it. curity from external danger, n less frequent interruption of 

Here, peThaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- their peace by forejgn nations, and, l\hat is -0f inestimable "°ulue, 
fare, which -can not end but with my life, and the apprehension fuey must d.eri\e from union un exem.1)tion from !those broils 
of danger natural to that solicitude urge me, on au occasion and wars between themsel\es which so frequently afllict nelgh
like llie present, to offer to J'-OUr solemn c<mt mplafion and to baring oountries not tied togetil.er by the same goyernment, 
recommend to your frequent reti-e.w some Bentiments which are ·whieh the.ir 'OWTI rivalship ::tlone would be sufficient to produce, 
the result of mucll reflection:., of JlQ inconsiderable :0bservation, but 'Which opposite fo1~gn alliances, attachment , and intrigues 
and which appear to me all iilnporumt to the permanency r0f \\l°-OUld stimulate :md embitter. Hence likewise they will avoid 
your felicity as a people. These will ·be offered to you mth ·tl!e the necessity -0-f ;th()se :oYergmwn military esta.bl1shments, whlch 
more freedom as you c~m only see in them the filsiuter-ested under ;ans: f-0rm of go...-ernment are inauspicious to liberty and 
n-arnings of a .pfil·ting .friend who ea.a po sibly ha'e no personal wJlich ,a.re to be regarded as particularJy hostile to repul>lic:m 
motive to bias his counsel. l'Ior can I forget, ;as an ·encourage- : [iberty. in this sense it is that y-0ur union "Ought to be con
rnent to it, your indulgent recepti-0.ll of my sentiments .on a ~ sidei·ed as a main proJ> of your liberty, and thnt the love of 
former ruul not di similar occasion. the i0ne ought to enclear to ,you ibe preserration of the other. 
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These considerations peak a persuasive language to every 

reflecting and >irtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of 
tile Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a 
doubt whether a common go>ernment can embrace so large a 
sphere? Let experience solye it. To listen to mere speculation 
iu such a case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that 
a proper organization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency 
of governments for the respectiYe subdi\isions, will afford a 
happy issue to the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full 
experiment. With such powerful ancl obvious moti\es to union, 
affecting all parts of our country, while experience shall not 
have demonstrated its impracticability, there will always be 
reason to distrust the patriotism of those who in any quarter 
may endeayor to weaken its hands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should 
ha·~ been furnisl;led for characterizing parties by geographical 
discriminations.northern and southern, Atlantic and western
whence designing men may endea·rnr to excite a belief that 
there is a real difference of local interests and views. One 
of the expedients of party to acquire influence within particular 
districts is to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other dis
tricts. You can not shield yourselves too much against the 
jealousies and heartburnings which spring from these misrepre
sentations; they tend to render alien to each other those who 
ought to be bound together by fraternal affection. The inhabit
ants of our western country ha\e lately had a useful lesson 
ou this head; they have seen, in the negotiation by the Execu
tive and in the unanimous ratification by the Senate of the 
treaty with Spain, and in the universal satisfaction at the event 
throughout the United States, a decisive proof how unfounded 
were the suspicions propagated among them of a policy in the 
General Government and in the Atlantic States tmfriendly to 
their interests in regard to the Mississippi. They have been 
witnesses to the formation of two treaties-that with Great 
Britain and that with Spain-which secure to them everything 
they could desire, in respect to our foreign relations, toward 
confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their wisdom to rely 
for the preservation of these ad-vantages on the union by which 
they were procured? Will they not henceforth be deaf to those 

• advisers, if such they are, who would se\er them from their 
brethren ancl connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your Union a go\ernment 
for the whole is indispensable. No alliances, howe>er strict, 
between the parts can be an adeqnate substitute; they must in
evitably experience the infractions and interruptions which all 
alliances in all times have experienced. Sensible of this mo
mentous truth, you have improved upon your first essay by 
the adoption of a constitution of government, better calculated 
than your former, for an intimate union and for the efficacious 
management of your common concerns. This Government, the 
offspring of our own choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted 
upon full investigation and mature deliberation, completely free 
in its principles, in the distribution of its powers, uniting secm·
ity with energy, and containing within itself a pro\ision for its 
own amendment, has a just claim to your confidence and your 
support. Respect for its authority, compliance with its laws 
acquiescence in its measures, are duties enjoined by the funda~ 
mental maxims of true liberty. The basis of our political sys
tems is the right of the people to make and to alter their con
stitutions of go\ernment; but the constitution which at any 
time exists, until changed by an explicit and authentic act of 
the whole people, is sacredly obligatory upon all. The very idea 
of the _power and the right of the people to estab1ish go\ern
ment presuppose the duty of every indi\idual to obey the estab
lished government. 

All obstructions to the execution of tile laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular 
deliberations and action of the constituted authorities, a·re de
structive of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. 
They serve to organize faction, to give it an artificial and ex
traordinary force, to put in the place of the delegated will of 
tlle Nation the will of party, often a small but artful and enter
prising minority of the community; and, according to the 
alternate triumphs of different parties, to make the public 
administration the mirror of the ill-concerted and incongruous 
projects of faction, rather than the organ of consistent and 
wholesome plans digested by common councils, and modified by 
mutual interests. 

H9wever combinations or associations of the abo\e descrip
tion may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely 
in the course C!f time and tllings, to become potent engines, by 
which cunning, ambitious, n.nd unprincipled men, will be enabled 
to sub\ert the power of the people, and to usurp for themsel\es 

the reins of government; destroying afterwarqs the yery en
gines which have lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the presenation of your Government and the per
manency of your present happy state, it is requisite, not only 
that you steadily discountenance irregular opposition to its 
acknowledged authority, but also that you resist with care the 
spirit Qf innovation upon its principles, how-eyer specious the 
pretext. One method of assault may be to effect, in the forms 
of the Constitution, alterations which will impair the energy of 
the system;. and thus to undermine what can not be directly 
overthrown. In all the changes to which you may be invited, 
remember that time and habit are at least as necessary to fi;x: 
the true character of governments, as of other human instih1-
tions; that experience is the surest standard by which to . te;3t 
the real tendency of the existing constitution of a country; 
that facility in changes, upon the credit of mere hypothesis 
and opinion, exposes to perpetual change from the endless 
variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember, especially, 
that for the efficient management of your common interests in 
a country so extensive as ours, a go\ernment of as much \igor 
as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis
pensable. Liberty itself will find in such a go\ernment, with 
powers properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. 
It is, indeed, little else than a name, where the government is 
too feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine 
each member of the society within the limits prescribed by the 
laws, and t.o maintain all in the secure and tranquil enjoyrne:1t 
of the rights of person and property. 

I haYe already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
State, with particular references to the founding them on geo
graphical discrimination. Let me now take a more comvre
hensive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against 
the baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, 
having its root in the sh·ongest passions of the human mind. 
It exists under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
stifled, controlled, or repressed; but in those of the popular 
form it is seen in its greatest rankne ·s, and is truly tlleir 
worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharp
ened by the spirit of revenge natmal to party dissension, which 
in different ages ancl countries has perpetrated the most horriu 
enormities, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at 
length to a more formal and permanent despotism. The dis
orders and miseries which result gradually incline the minds 
of men to seek secmity and repose in the absolute power of 
an individual; and, sooner or later, the chief of some preyailing 
faction, more able or more fortunate than his competitors, turns 
this disposition to the purpose of his own ele\ation on the ruins 
of public liberty. 

Without looking forward to an extremity of this kind (Y\"hich 
nevertlleless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual rµischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 
restrain it. 

It senes always to distract the public councils and enfaeble 
the public administration. It agitates the community with ill
founded jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animositv of 
one part against another; foments occasional riot and insur
rection. It opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, 
which finds a facilitated access to the GoYernment itself through 
the channels of party passions. Thus the policy and the will 
of one country are subjected to the policy and will of anotller. 

There is an opinion that parties in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the government, and serYe 
to keep alive the spirit of liberty. This, within certain limits, 
is probably true; and in governments of a monarchial cast 
patriotism may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon 
the spirit of party. But in those of the popular character, in 
go-vernments purely elective, it is a spirit not to be encourageU. 
From their natural tendency it is certain there will always be 
enough of that spirit for every salutary purpose. And there 
being constant danger of excess, the effort ought to be, by force 
of public opinion, to mitigate and assuage it. A fire not to be 
quenched, it demands a uniform vigilance to prevent it bursting 
into a flame, lest, instead of warming, it should consume. 

It is important likewise that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its 
administration to confine themselves within their respectiYe 
constitutional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of 
one department to encroach UJ)On another. The spirit of en
cr.oachment tends to consolidate the powers of all the depart7 
ments in one, and thus to create, whateYer the form of goYern
ment, a real despotism. A just estimate of that lo\e of power 
and proneness to abuse it which predominate in the human 
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llenrt is sufficient" to satisfy us ·of the tr:uth of this :PO· ition. duty and it interest. .Antipatlly in one untion ngain t anothel' 
The ueces ity of reciprocal check in the exercise of politicl1'1 dispose. each more reacliJy to offer insult and injury, to lay 
vower, .by dinding and di rtrjbuting it into different deposito- hold of light cause of umbrage, and to be haughty and in
rie and con tituting each the guardian of the public weal tractable when accidental or tliiling occasions of dispute occur. 
ngainst im·asions o.f the other , has been eYinced by e~"Peri- Renee, frequent oolli.,ion , obstinate, effrnnomed, and bloody 
ment , ancient and modern, some of them in our country and .contests. The nation, prompted by ill will and resentment, 
:under our own eye . To preserrn them mnst 'be as nece ~ary sometimes impel to war the goyernment, contrary to the best 
:,i. to institute them. If in the opirrion of the people the dis- · calculations of policy. The goTernrnent sometimes partiCipates 
tribution or modification of the constitutional po'"'ers be in any in the national propensity and adopts through passion what 
imrticnlar wrong, let it be co.rrected by an amendment ill the r-eason would reject; at other times it makes the animosity 
lray which the Constitution designates. But let there be no of the nation subserTient to projects of hostility, instigated by 
change by usurr.ation, for, though this ill one instance may be pride, ambition, and other sinister and pernicious motives. The 
the instrument of good, it is the cu toma.ry weapon by which peace often, sometimes perhaps the liberty of nations, has been 
free goyernments are de troyed. The precedent must alway:s the Yictim. 
greatly over.balance in permanent evil .any partial or transient , So, likewise, a pa sionate attachment of one nation for an
benefit which tile u e can at any time yield. 1 other produces a 1a.riety of evils. Sympathy for the farnrite 

Of all the di po itions and habits which lead to political pros.- : nation, facilitating ·the illusion of an imaginary common. inter
.perity~ religion and morality are indispensable up-ports. In -est, in caEes where no Teal common intere t e..""{ijts, and infusing 
vain would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should into one the enmities of the other, betrays the former into a 
lalJ01· to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these participation in the quru.:rels and \\fil'S of the latter, without 
firmest props of the duties of men and citizens. The mere poli- adequate inducements or justifications. It leads also to con
tician, equally with tile pious .man, ought to respect and to cher- cessicms to the fa\orite nation or of privileges denied to other , 
ish them. A volume could not trace nil their connection 'Yith which is apt donl>ly to injure the nation making the concessions, 
prfrate and public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is by unnece ar.ily parting with what ought to have been re
tlle security for ·property, for reputation, for life, if the sense tained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, and a disposition to 
of religious obligat ion desert the oaths which are the instru- retalitate in the parties from \\horn equal privileges are '\'\-'ith
nients of inYestigatiou in courts of justice? And let us "''ith held; and it gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citizens 
caution indulge the supposition that morality can be main- who deYote tbe.mselxes to the fa yotite nation, facility to betray 
taiued without -r~Jigion. WhateTel' .may be .conceded to the in- -0r sacrifice the interests of their own country, without odium, 
fiaeuc:e of .cefined education on minds of peculiar structure, rea- sometimes even with popularity; gilding with the appearances 
son and experience both forbid us to expect that national moral- of a virtuous sense of otligation, a commendable deference for 
ity .can preYail in exclu ion of religious principle. public opinion, or a laudable zeal for .public good, the base or 

It is substantialJy true that virtue or morality is a nece sary foolish compliance of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 
spring of popular goYernment. The rule, indeed, extend with A ayenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such 
more or less force to eyery species of free government. Who attachments are particularly alarming to the truly ·enlightened 
that is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference ·upon 1 and independent patriot. How many opportunities do they 
~attempts to shake the fonndation of the fabric? afford to tamper wlth dome tic faction , to practice the arts of 

Promote, .then, as an object of primary importance, institu- seclnctio.n. to mislead public c,pinion, to in:fluence or awe the 
tions for tile general diffusion of knowledge. In proportion as .public councils. uch au attachment of a sman or weak toward 
the structure of a goyern.ment gives force to public opinion it ·a great and po\\erful nat ion dooms the former to be the satellite 
should be enlightened. 1 of the lati:er . 

.As a Yery important source of strength and security cheri h Against the insidious wiles of forelgn influence-I conjure 
pulJlic credit. One metllod of preserving it is to u e 'it as you to l>elie're me, fellow citizens-the jealousy of a free people 
•varingly as po ·sible, .a\oiding occasions of expense by cultilat- ought to be constantly a.wake, since history and experience 
iug l)eace, but remembering also that timely disbursement to proYe that foreign influence is one of the mo t baneful toes of 
l'lrepare for danger frequently prevent much greater disburse- .repul>lican government. But that jealousy to be useful° must ·be 
ments to repel it; a 1oiding likewise tlie accumulation of flebt, impartial, el e ii:t becomes tlle instrument of the very influence 
11ot only by shtmning occasions of ex-pen e, but by ng-0rous to he ayoided instead of a defense against it. Excessive pa.r
cxertions in time of peace to discharge the debts which tmaToid- tiality for one foreign nation and exce si.Te dislike for anoth€r 
al>le war· may haTe occasioned, not ungenerously throwing upon cause those whom they actuate to ·ee danger only on one side, 
posterity the burden which we ourselves ought to bear. IJ'he and serrn to Teil and e:ven second the arts of influence on the 
executiou of these maxims belongs to your representatiyes, but other. Real patriots, who mny resist the intrigues of the 
it is nece sary that public opinion should cooperate. To facili- fayorite, are lfable to become suspected and ·odious, while its 

:tnte to them the performance of their duty it is essential that you tools and dupes usurp the applause and confidellCe of the peo.r>le 
. honld practicaJly bear in mind that toward the payment of to surrender their interest . 
debts there must be re.venue; that to hasc re-v·enue the.re must The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations 
be taxes; that no taxes can be devised ~.hich are not more or is, in extending our commercial relations, to have with them 
le ·s inconvenient und unpleasant; that thfl intiinsic embarrass- as little political connection as possible. So far as we have 
ment inseparable fi'om the selection of tlle proper object, which already formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect 
is alway a choice of difficulties, ought .to be a decisive moti\e good faith. Here let us stop. 
for a .cundid construction of the ·Conduct of the government in Emope has a set of primai·y interests which to us have none 
making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the measures for or a \ery remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in fre
obtalning reYentw, ,,..bich the public exigencies may at any time quent controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign 
djctate. to -our concerns. Hence therefore if must be unwise in us to 

Ob ·en-re good faith and justice toward an nations, cultirnt-e 
1 

implicate ourselve by m~tificiul ti-es in the ordinary vicissitudes 
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality e11join this of her politics or the ordinary combinations -and collisions of 
.conduct, and can it .be that good policy dces n(}t equally enjoin her friendships or enmitie . 
it? It .will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant Our detached and distant situation invite and enables us ,to 
per1ocl a great nation, to giye to mankind the magnanimous and pursue a different ·C(}UTSe. If we remain one people, under an 
too no\el example of a people always guided by an exalted jus- effici-ent goyernment, the period 1s not far off when we may 
tice and benev<>lence. Who can -Ooubt but, in the course of time ' defy material injury from external annoyance; when we may 
and things, the fruits of such a plan would dchly 'l'epay any take such an attitude as will cau e the neutrality we may at 
tempornry adrnntage which might be lost by a -steady adhei·- 1 any time resolve upon to be scrupUlously respected; when bel
.ence to it; .can it .be that Providence Jlas .not connected the per- ligerent nations, undei' the im_possibility of making acquisitions 
ruanent felicity of a nation with its virtue'? The experiment, upon us will not lightly hazard the ginng us provoeation, wllen 
at least, is J:'ecommended by e1ery sentiment which ennobles ' we may choose peaee or war as om· inte1:est, guided by justice, 
human nature. Alas, is it rendered impossible by its vices? , shall .counsel. 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential 1 Why forego the adYanta~es of so peculiar a situation? Why 
.than that permanent, inveterate antipathies against particular quit our own to stand upon 1'.oreign ground? Why, by inter
nations .and passionate attachments for .others should 'De ex- weaving our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle 
-eluded; and that, in place ·of them, just and amicable feelings 0:ur -peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, 
toward all should be cultivated. The nation which indulges I .rivalship, intere t, ·humor, or caprice? 
toward another an habitual hatred or an :habitual fondness is in It is om true policy to steer clear of permanent alliance with 
some degree a sla\e. It is a slal'.e to its animosity -0r to Us 1 any ·portion of the foreign world-.so far, I mean, as we are 
affection, either of. which is sutlici€nt to lead it astray from its r now at li'be-rty to do it~for let me not ·be understood ns capa· 
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ble of patronizing infidelity to exi~ng engagements. I hold the 
maxim no Je s applicable to public than private affairs that 
honesty is always the best policy. I repeat it, therefore, let 
those engagements be obsen-ed in their genuine sense. But, in 
my opinion, it is unnecessary and would be unwise to ·extend 
them. 

Taking care always to keep oursel..-es, by suitable establish
ments, on a respectable defensi..-e posture, we may safely trust 
to temporary alliances for extraordinary emergencie . 

Harmony and a liberal intercourse with all nations are recom
mended by .policy, humanity, and interest. But even our com
mercial policy should hold an equal and impartial hand; neither 
. eekin.g nor granting exclusive favors or preferences, consulting 
the natural cour e of things, diffusing and di'rersifying by gentle 
l\)eans the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; establish
ing with powers so disposed, in order to gile trade a stable 
course, to define the rights of our merchants, and to enable the 
Government to support them, conventional rules of intercourse, 
the best that present circumstances and mutual opinion will 
permit, but temporary and liable to be from time to time aban
doned or varied as experience and circumstances shall dictate; 
constantly keeping in Yiew that it is folly in one nation to look 
for disinterested fa..-ors from another; that it must pay with a 
portion of its independence for whatever it may accept under 
that character; that by such acceptance it may place itself in 
the condition of having given equivalents for nominal favors 
and yet of being reproached with ingratitude for not giving 
more. There can be no greater error than to expect or calcu
late upon real favors from nation to nation. It is an illusion 
which experience must cure, which a just pride ought to diScard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old 
and affectionate friend, I dare not hope they will make the 
strong and lasting impression I could wish-that they will con
trol the usual cill'rent of the passions or prevent our Nation 
from running the course which has hitherto marked the destiny 
of nations-but if I may even flatter myself that they may be 
productive of some partial benefit, some occasional good, that 
they may now and then recur 1:o moderate the fury of party 
spirit, to warn against the mischiefs or foreif,'Il intriglie, to 
guard against the impostures of pretended patriotism, this hope 
will be a full recompense for the solicitude for your welf:U'e by 
which they have been dictated. 

How far, in the discharge of my official duties, I have been 
guided by the principles which ha·ve been delineated, the public 
records and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you 
and to the world. To myself the assurance of my own con
science is that I have, at least, belieyed myself to be guided by 
them. . 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe, my proclama
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanc
tioned by your approving voice and by that of your Representa
tives in both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has 
continually governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter 
or divert me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights 
I could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, nnder all 
the circumstances of the case, had a right to take and was 
bound in duty and interest to take a neutral position. Hav
ing taken it, I cleterminecl, as far as should depend upon me 
to maintain it with moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this con
duct, it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only 
observe that, according to my understanding of the matter, that 
right, so far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, 
has been \irtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, with
out anything more, from the obligation which justice and 
humanity impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free 
to act, to maintain inviolate the relations of peace and amity 
toward other nations. 
, The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 

best be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
our country, to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
to progress, without interruption, to that degree of strength and 
consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speaking, the 
command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my administration I am 
unconscious of intentional error, I am nevertheless too sensible 
of my defects not to think it probable that I may have commit
ted many errors. Whatever they may be, I fervently beseech 
the Almighty to avert or mitigate the evils to which they may 
tend. I shall also carry with me the hope that my country will 
never cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after 45 
years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright _zeal, 

the faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to obliYion, 
as myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things and actu· 
ated by that fervent love toward it, which is so natural to a 
man who views in it the natirn soil of himself and his pro
genitors for seyeral generations, I anticipate with pleasing ex
pectation that retreat in which I promise myself to realize, 
without alloy, the sweet enjoyment of partaking in the midst 
of my fellow citizens the benign influence of good laws under a 
free government-the ever favorite object of my heart and the 
happy reward, as I trust, of our mutual cares, labors, and 
dangers . 

GEO. WASHINGTON. 
UNITED STATES, 17th September, 1796. 

ADDRESS OF PORTO RICAN FBEE FEDERATIO~ OF LABOR ( H. DOC. NO. 
1415). 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to have printed as a House doc'ument an address 
by the Porto Rican Free Federation of Labor relative to the 
tyranny of the House of Delegates of Porto Rico and setting 
forth legislation which, in the judgment of the federatiqn, is 
essential to the welfare of Porto Rico. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mi. 
Wrr.soN] asks unanimous consent to print as a House docu
ment an address of the Porto Rican Free Federation of Labor~ 
Is there objection? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to know how this document is to be distributed---. 
whether through the folding room or document room. 

Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Through the document room. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Ohair hears none. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND J"CDICIAL .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
present conference report and statement on the bill H. R. 26680, 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the sts.tement be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\fr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. :!\Ir. Speaker, I desire to 

say that there is one mistake as printed in the RECORD, and I 
send a corrected copy of the statement to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the corrected 
copy. 

The conference report is as follows : 

CONFERENCE BEPORT (NO. 1563). 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 

two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 26680) making appropriations for the legislativ~, execu
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 27, 
61,68,76,77,78,139,148,149,151,152, 154,155, 160,161, 162,163, 
179, and 235. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, 11, 23, 24, 25, 26, 37, 38, 30, 
147, 180, 181, and 100, and agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Assay office at Boise, Idaho: For the following, including 
wages of workmen and contingent expenses, from July 1 to De
cember 31, 1913, both dates inclusive: Assayer in charge, who 
shall also perform the duties of melter, $1,125; assistant as
sayer, $800; chief clerk, who shall also perform the duties of 
cashier, $750; assayer's assistant, $750; clerk, $600; in all, 
$4,025." . 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 80 : That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert" $1,770"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Serutte numbered 81, und 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
sum named in said amendment insert " $1,125 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same~ 
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Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

".Assay office at Charlotte, N. C.: For the following, including 
wages of workmen and contingent expenses, from July 1 to 
December 31, 1913, both dates incluslrn : Assayer and melter, 
$750." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its 

di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in the said amendment insert · " $450"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert "$200 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Assay office at Deadwood, S. Dak.: For the following, in
cluding wages of workmen and contingent expenses, from July 
1 to December 31, 1913, both dates inclusive: Assayer in charge, 
who shall also perform the duties of melter, $1,000; clerk • .$600; 
as i taut assayer, $800; assayer's assistant, $700; in aJJ, $3,100." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert " $1,500" ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and 
agree to the same with au amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert " $750 " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. • 

Amendment numbered 88 : That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Assay office at Helena, l\Iont.: For the following, including 
wages of workmen and contingent expenses, from July 1 to 
December 31, 1913, both dates inclusive: Assayer in charge, 
$1,250; chief clerk, who shall al o perform the duties of cashier, 
$000; assistant assayer, $8~0; assayer's assistant, $700; clerk, 
$700; in all, $4,400." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its 

dL.a.greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert "$2,300" ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert " $1,500 " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 93, 
and agree to the . ame with an amendment as follows : In 
lieu of the matter inserted by aid amendment insert the follow
ing: 

"Assay office at Salt Lake City, Utah : For the following, in
cluding wages of workmen and contingent expenses, from July 
1 to December 31, 1913, both dates inclusive: Assayer in charge, 
who shall also perform the duties of meltt~r, $1,250; assistant 
assayer, $800; chief clerk, who shall also perform the duties of 
ca bier, $800; clerk, $700; in all, $3,550." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its 

di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the um named in said amendment insert " $2,250 " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu . of 
the sum named in said amendment in ert "$1,750"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered lUO: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 150, 
and agree to the same w!th an amendment as follows: In lieu 

of the sum proposed insert "$232,210"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the number -proposed insert "9"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$78,740"; and the Sen-ate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 177: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " $9,000 " ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 17 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert " $13,000 " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 182: That the House recede f.rom its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 182, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert "$23,000 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 183, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert "$26,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 184: That the Hou e recede from its 
di agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 4, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$17,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 185: ·That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed ·insert " $20,000 " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1 6: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 G, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$10,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to th~ amendment of the Senate numbered 187, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$13,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 1 : That the House recede from it 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$17,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. . 

Amendment numbered 1 9: That the House recede from its 
dis::.tgreement to the amendment of the Senate· numbered 1 9, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert '$20,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. . 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the matter inSerted by aid amendment in ert the following: 
" For surveyor general of South Dakota, $2,000; clerks in his 
office, $4,500; in all, $6,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 192, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follow : In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment insert " $600" ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered. 193: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 193, 
and agree to the same with an amendment a follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " 16,000 '; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 194: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$19,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 195, 
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and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu . 
of the sum proposed insert " $20,000" ;· and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 196: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the runendment of the Senate numbered 196, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " 23,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

J. T . .JOHNSO~. 
ALBERT S. BURLESON, 

- FREDK. H. GILLErT, 
Managers 01?i the part of tlze House. 

F. E. WARREN, 
GEO. PEA.BODY WETMORE, 
LEE s. OVERMAN' 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the corrected statement, as follows: 

Nernda: appropriates $17,000 instead of $18,100 as proposed by. 
the Senate and $15,500 as proposed by the House. for clerks in 

Tew Mexico; appropriates $1,000, insteacl of $900 as proposed 
by the House, for contingent and incidental expenses in Oregon; 
appropriates $4,500, instead of $5,000 as proposed by the Senate 
for clerks, and $600, instead of $800 as proposed by the Senate, 
for contingent expenses, in South Dakota; appropriates $16,000, 
instead of $20,300 as proposed by the Senate and $14,000 as 
proposed by the House, for clerks in Utah; and appropriates 
$20,000, instead of $22,300 as proposed by the Senate and 
$17,000 as proposed by the House, for clerks in Wyoming. 

On amendment No. 235: Strikes out the paragraph inserted 
by the Senate, appropriating for the Commerce Court from 
March 4 to .June 30, 1913. 

J. T . .JOHNSON, 
ALBERT S. BURLESON, 
F. H. GILLETT, 

Managers on tlle vart of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-STATEMENT OF THE MAN.A.GERS O...""i 'IRE PART OF THE HOUSE. ference report. 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on The conference report was agreed to. 

the disagreeing yotes of the two Houses on certain amendments l\Ir. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Ur. Speaker, the confer-
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 26680) making appropriations ence report on the legislative, executi\e, and judicial bill just 
for the legislati\e, e:x:ecntive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- adopted is final and complete. As the bill passed the House 
ernment fol" the fiscal year 1914 submit the following written it carried $34,899,583.50. As it passed the Senate it carried 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon $35,403,040.62, an increase of $503,457.12. The Senate receded 
by the conference committee, and submitted in the accompany- on amendments carrying $192,506.12. The House receded on 
ing report, as to each of said amendments, as follows: amendment~ carrying $310,951. The bill as :finally agreed upon 

On amendment No. 2: Strikes out the name of Woodbury Pul- · carries $35,210,534.50. The amount appropriated for the cur-
sifer as an employee of the Senate. rent year for the items included in the bill just passed is 

On amendments Nos. 7, 8, and 11: Increases the salaries of $35,216,133.38. This b-ill, therefore, shows a net reduction under 
two .Assi tant Doorkeepers of the Senate from $2,592 to $3,000 the current Ia w of $5,598.88. This reduction is made without 
each, as proposed by the Senate. reducing a single salary. On the other hand we have pmdded 

On amendments Nos. 23, 24, 25, and 26, relating to the Cap- for a considerable number of increases and promotions in the 
itol police: Appropriates for the number of police and for the governmental service. This reductfon is also made in spite 
contingent fond, as proposed by the Senate_ of the fact that we were compelled to provide a much larger 

On amendment ~o. 27: Strikes out the name of George H. · sum to pay the salaries of Representatives on account of the 
Carter as clerk to the Joint Committee on Printing. · increased membership of the House after the 4th of March. We 

On amendment No. 37: Appropriates, as proposed by the also appropriate in this bill forty-pdd thousand dollars expenses 
Senate, 300 to pay Etta .J. Giffin, assistant in charge of the for the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, an item that 
divi ion for the blind in the Library of Congress. has not heretofore been included in this or any other appro

On amendments Nos. 38 and 39, relating to the Copyright . pl'iation bill. We have brought into- this bill items amounting 
Office: Provides for an additional clerk at $1,800, proposed by to about $1,000,000 that properly belong here, but have hitherto 
the Senate. been carried. in other appropriation bills, and in so far as we 

On amendment No. 61.: Appropriates $10,000, as proposed by ha\e increased this bill on account of these items, we haYe cor-
the House, instead of $25,000, as proposed by the Senate, for respondiugly reduced the bills in which they ham hitherto been 
freight on bullion and coin. carried. 

On amendment No. 68: Strikes out the provision proposed by - On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina, a motion to 
the Senate, increasing the number of internal-re\enue districts reconsider the vote by which the conference report was agreed 
from 63 to 67. to was laid on the table. · 

On amendments Nos. 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84. 85, 86, N.A.V.A.L APPROPRI.A.TIO~ BILL. 
87, , 9, 90, 93, 94, and 95, relating to mints and assay offices: Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resol\e 
Omits the appropriations for the mint at Carson, Nev.; and ap- itself into the Committee of the Whole ·House on the state ot 
propriates for the assay offices at Boise, Idaho, Charlotte, N. C., the Union for the further conSideration of the bill H. R. 28812, 
Deadwood, S. Dak., Helena, Mont., and Salt Lake City, Utah, the naval appropriation bill. 
until December 31, 1913. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tenne see [1\Ir. PAD· 

On amendment No. 139: Strikes out the appropriation, pro- GETT] moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
posed by the Senate, for expenses of a national aerodynamical of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
laboratory commission. consideration of the bill H. R. 28812. 

On amendments Nos. 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, l\Ir. PADGETT. Pending that moti-on, r ask unanimous con-
and 156, relating to the Indian Office: Increases the compensa- sent that general debate may be limited to four hours and con
tion of the second assistant commissioner from $2,250 to $2,750, fined to discussion of the bill, two hours of the time to be con
as propo ed by the Senate; provides for nine clerks, at $1,400 trolled by the gentleman from Texas [:Mr-. GREGGJ and one hour 
each, instead of five as proposed by the Senate and three as by the gentleman from lliinois [Mr. F6ss] and one hour by 
proposed by the House, and strikes out all other increases in myself. -
the clerical force of that office proposed by the Senate. The SPEAKER. And pending the motion to go into the 

On amendments :Xos. 160, 161, 162, and 163: Strikes out. the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the 
increases, proposed by the Senate, in the force employed in gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] a ks unanimous con
the Patent Office. sent that general debate shall be limited to four hours, and 

On amendments Nos. 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, confined to the bill. · 
186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, and 196, relating Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker--
to surveyors general and their clerks: Appropriates $9,000, in- The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wilt until the Chair 
stead of $7,000 as proposed by the House and $11,000 l\S prcr- can put the request. · 
posed by the Senate, for clerks, and $2,500 as proposed by the .Mr. TRIBBLE. I rise to a point of order. Reserving the 
House, instead of 3,205 as proposed ·by the Senate, for con- right to object, I would like to ask the gentleman if he proposes 
tingent expenses, in the office in Alaska; appropriates $12,000, to gi\e those memoers of the committ~ who rnted against the 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $11,400, as :groposed by report on this bill in the committee room an opportunity to be 
the House, for clerks in the office in California; appropriates heard? -
$23,000, instead of $23,590 as proposed by the Senate and $22,000 l\fr. PADGETT. I am giving mo hours of the time to the 
as proposed by the House for clerks in the office in Colorado; gentleman from Texas [Mr. GREGG], who controls the opposition 
appropriates $17,000, instead of $17,500 as proposed by the Sen- to the bill, res~rving one hour for myself, and yielding one hour 
ate and $16,000 as proposed by the House, for clerks in Idaho; to the geritleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 
appropriates $10,000, instead of $11,400 as proposed by the Mr. TRIBBLE. Then I would like to know if the gentleman 
Senate and $8,000 as proposed by the House, for clerks in :from Texas [l\Ir. GREGG} will yield some time to those two mem-
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bers of tile committee who yoted against the bill in the com
mittee room? 

l\Ir. GREGG of Texas. Tile gentleman hns never asked me 
for any time. I would take great pleasure in giYing him some
time. !Jut I can not, because I ha'\"e promised all the time that I 
slln 11 lla rn. 

~Ir. TllIBBI,E. Then I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER It is not <lebatal>le. 
'Ille que. tiou is on ngreeing to the motion of the gentleman 

from Tenne. · ee [l\Ir. PADGETT] to go into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The -motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resoh·ed itself into Committee of the 

1Vlwle House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
tile bill (H. It. 28L 12) making appropriations for the nnrnl 
sen-ice for ,foe ti cal year ending. June 30, 1914, and for other 
purrioses, witll l\lr. ALEXANDER in the chair. 

'l,he CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the ·tate of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill II. H. :!,' 1~, the nani.l appropriation bill, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerl\: read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A l>ill (IT. n. 2 812 ) making app1·opriations for the naval serYicc for 

the fiscal y ear ending June 30, HH4, and for other purposes. 

Mr. U?\D~TIWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to <lispensc with the first reading of •the bill in the committee. 

'l'he CH.AIHl\lA.....~. The gentleman from Alabama [l\lr. UN
DER\Yoon] a f:>ks tmnnimous consent to dispense with the first 
rending of the bill in the eommittee. Is there ol>jection? 
I.After a pause.] '.rhe Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
'I'he gentleman from 'l'enuessee [Mr. PADGETT] is recognized. 

l\lr. PADGET'!'. l\lr. Chairman, I shall not occupy a great 
amount of the time of the committee in tile discussion of this 
bill tmtler genernl tlel>ate. I realize, Mr. CJ.rnirman, that we 
lrn rn only abont e\·en more working days before the adjourn
ment of the Congress, and the state of the vublic business is 
such as to require the dispatch of business. 

I ha1e filed with the bill a report stating in <letail the rnrious 
items of the bill, explaining the increu ·es and the decreases, 
:ind setting forth clearly and succinctly, yet completely, tlle 
character of the bill. The aggregate amount of tlie appropria
tions carried. in tlle !Jill is 146,Gl ,364.53. The bill last 
year carried aggregate appropriations to tlle amount of 
$123,1U1,G3 .76. 'l'his bill repre:ents au increase this year of 
• "23,4GG, 25.77. 

'l'lle !Jill is divided into three general parts. Tlle first l)art 
relntes to the maintenance of the Na\y. The a1)propriations 
Inst year for the maintenance .of the Na\y were $102,655,634.28. 
In this bill tbe appropriations for that purpose are $105,387,-
04 .53, which is an increase of $2,732,314.25. 

'l'he items of thi ~ increase are as follows: The pay of the 
Xu ,~y i increasecl $1.,9 3,GD0.75. Last year we increased the 
enlisted force 4,000 men, an<l we added 400 marines. There is 
al o an increa e iu pay on account of longevity of se1Tice, the 
pay of the enlisted men increasing with the length of their 
sen-ice. 

'\nother item of this increase is equipment of yessels, $706,700. 
The depnrtrnent aske<l for one million three hundred and some 
o<ld thousand dollars, but the committee allowed only 736,700. 
We now ha\e more ...-essels in commission and larger vessels 
than heretofore, aud the 'demand for a large equipment is grow
ing e1ery year. 

We increased the tnrget-practice item by $300,000. The com
mittee beJie\ed that the target practice is a yery necessary and 
c ·seutinl and important part of tb.e effeetiYc administration of 
the Na Y~. "\\itllout an efficient personnel, a personnel that can 
handle the gnns effecti>ely and shoot accurately, the ships of 
the :K:wy would be useless in an engagement, and we felt that 
this 300,000 h1crease ''us required and was justified. The 
bnre~rn chief wanted an increase of $800,000. The department 
recommended .;400,000. But the committee, untler the exigen
ci s of tlle case, Ila rn reported an increase of ··:;;00,000. 

Another item is nu increase for experiments in the Ordnance 
Department, $100 000. The committee believed tllat it was very 
essential tllat as to our ordnance--the guns, the torpedoes, the 
11l'Ojectile , the powder the high explosi\es-there should be 
te t and exp~riments in all of those matters which are '\"ery 
essential to tlle f'ffi .'.! iency of the Navy. 

Another item of increase is an item of $240,000 increase in 
the wage.s of the employees, the workmen in the nary yard at 
Washington, the gun factors, and at I ndian.head. 

There is a board authorized and appointed by the Secretary 
known as the wage board. The workmen appeared before the 
committee anu insisted that their wages were not adequate and 
wNe not vroper; that they were entitled to an increase. At 
the sngge tion of tile committee a joint board, consisting of rep-

resentatfres of labor and representatiYes of the departm:ent, took 
up the matter, ma<le a· thorough iuyestigation here and in 
neighboring cifieEl, and they reported a wage scale of incr ease. 
This was submitted for review and for appro\al or disapproval 
to the regula r wage board, and "they, with some modification 
approYed it, and the department submitted upplemental esti~ 
mates for this increa ·e, and we ha1e included the amount of it. 

1\Ir. SHERWOOD. How much is the per cent of increase? 
Mr. PADGETT. A.pproxhnately 10 per cent. We have in

creased the coal _ and transportation 1,000,000. More coal is 
required, because of the enlargement of the NaYy. There is an 
increased price of about 20 cents a ton now in con.I vier former 
prices. Transportation chnrges ha\e increased largely, for the 
reason that heretofore we haye been able to tramiport coal in 
foreign bottoms at a great relluctiou belo\v ~he chinO'e in dome -
tic bottoms; but on account of the increased commercial de
mands the price of foreign transportation has lnrge1y increased 
necessitating an increased 11ayment for transportation of coaJ. 

l\Ir. SHERWOOD. Is tllat increase on account of the tran -
portation of coal to the Philippine Island ? 

Mr. PADGETT. To the Pacific coa t lnrge1Y, and to tlle 
Philippine&. • 

1\lr. TRIBBLE. I notice on 11age u of the hearings, that it is 
statell that the bureau is of the opinion that much of the coal 
purcllased during the ye;ir 1912 wns without profit to the con
tractor. and Admiral Cowie states "this I know to be a fact." 

Mr. PADGETT. That was the statement of Admiral Cowie. 
Mr. TRIBBLE. Does tlle chairman of the committee think it 

was any of Admiral Cowie's business whether 01· not the con
tractors were getting a profit on their coal, or was it his busines 
to make the be t deal he could? 

Mr. P A.DGETT. Ile was making the be t deal he could, and, 
as I unders tood his te timony, he dro1e a goo<l. bargain, and 
got it at a price which did not make any 11rofit for the seller. 

1\lr. TRIBBLE. And he offered that as nn excuse ''hr they 
did not get it any lower? 

Mr. PADGET'!. No; he said they made no proft on the other 
sale, anu tliat they wanted some profit -now, and for that reason 
demanded the increased price. He says the increased cost will 
be about 20 cents a ton. 

1\Ir. ADAIR. How much more coal will be required next year 
than was used last year? 

Mr. PADGETT.· He <lid not tate the exact quantity, as I 
now remember it, but he said that tl1ere would be a slight in
crease in the quantity, an<l there would also l>e a slight increase 
in the price. 

l\lr. ADAIR. ~Iy purpose in asking the question was to ai:;
certain how fast our ?\a1y is growing, :ind how much more conl 
will be required each year by reason of new con trnction, and so 
forth. 

· Mr. PADGETT. The increase in the quantity of coal is not 
so great, but the increase in consumption of fnel oil is remark
able. Two years ngo we were using about 12,000,000 gaJlons of 
fuel oil ' a year. It is estimated tlrnt for the fi cal year ending 
Jtme 30, 1914, we will consume 30,000,000 gallons. Not only has 
there been an increase in the quantity of fuel oil, but the price 
of fuel bas recently adYanced 60 per cent, and a large amount 
of this is on account of fuel oil. 

Mr. A.DAIR Our appropriations for fuel oil nud coal will 
increase each year, us the size of our Navy increases. 

l\lr. PADGETT. Necessarily; 
l\Ir. ADAIR. And that accounts wry lar"'ely for the increase 

this year in foe amount of coal and oil that will be required. 
· Mr. P.ADGETT. Yes. For instance, on page 6 of the report 

I have au iternizetl statement of the coal purchased at home. 
The estimate is $200,000; freight, $200,000; fuel oi1, $500,000 · 
handling coal, $35,000; coal purchased abroad, $1r>,OOO. Those 
are the items of the increase of $1,000,000 which I wa stating. 

.1\Ir. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
l\lr. TTIIBBL!il. The increa~e in this bill for coal nnll oil is 

about $1,000,000, is it? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
l\Ir. T RIBBLE. Ornr that of last year ? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
l\Ir. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman tell us whnt the inc1:ense 

was the ~·ear before? 
l\lr. PADGETT. I <lo not remember just now, but I can get 

it .for the gentleman. 
l\Ir. TRIBBLE. Let me nsk the gentleman anoth r question. 
l\Ir. PAD GETT. l\ly recoJlection is tllat tlle coal appropr~a

tion last year and the year before was the same; but of that I 
am not sure. 

Mr. '.rRIBBLE. The gentlem:rn stntes that the oil is the 
principal ca lll!le of this increase; wiJl he look n t' page G under 
this item and see if he does not find thaf oil in mu was $131,000 
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and in 1!)12- oil was $340.000?- How does the gentleman use oil 
as nu illush·ntion of the increase with so much force now? 

l\lr. PADGETT. I stated tlrnt -last year, for 1912, the value 
of the oil purchased was $340,387. r.rhat was for 14,146,714 gal
lon ; but for the flscnl year 1914, on accotmt of the increased 
number of oil-burning yessels, we will need 30,000,000 gallons 
in tend of 14,000,000 gallons. And then, there was an increase 
in the cost of nbout GO per cent o-rnr tlle price of the year before. 

l\fr. TRIBBLE. That being true, I will ask the gentleman if 
oil is taking the place of coal, why does not the coal cost de-
crease? -

l\lr. PADGETT. The coal-burning yessels we still ha\e. We 
are not disposing of any of tllose, and the new 'essels are burn
ing oil instead of coal. 

1\lr. TTIIBBLE. Is it not the contention on the floor of the 
Hous.e nnd in the Narnl Committee that you are abandoning the 
old "lesNels because they are gone out of date and new ones are 
taking their place? 

l\lr. PADGETT. Ko; there are a. few small boats, like tugs 
and tilings of that kind, which wear out, but all of our principal 
ships we still hn \e. · 

1\lr. TRIBBLE. How many battleships ba\e we now? 
tllr. PADGETT. Thirty-eight completed, building, and au-

thorized. 
l\Ir. ADAIR. Will the gentleman yiel<l? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
i\lr. ADAIR Accoruing to the gentleman·s statement, our 

expemlitures for the item of coal· and oil alone will increase 
about a million dollars a year if we go on increasing the Navy 
as we lla\e. 

~lr. PADGETT. No; not that much a year. We are increas
in(J' thi year but I ho1)e the price next year will not be 60 per 
cent o-rer whnt it is this year. 

~lr. ADA.ill. It is partia.l1y due to the price this year, then? 
1\lr. PADGETT. \ery largely. 
l\Ir. HOB~ON. If the gentleman from Tennessee will allow 

m0, it is the plan to put four battleships, beginning with t1:1e 
oltler l>attleshivs, out of commission, and whe_n they .are put m 
resene. of course their consumption of coal will be ml. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask now that I may 
proceed consecutively with my statement. The provisions are 
incrensed $321,113.50 on account of the addition of 4,000 men 
that I stated were added last year. They were authorized last 
Tear. but they ha\e not all yet been recruited. This bill takes 
effect on the 1st of July and runs until the 30til of June, 1914, 
and tlle department states that they are recruiting at the rate 
of nhout 300 a week and expect to ha\e the full enlistment by 
the beginning of the fiscal year. · 

Mr. TTIIBBLE. The first item of this appropriation includes 
pa~· of officers anc1 retired officers'! 

:i\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
:\Ir. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman know that in the in

cren ·e of officers ~·ou are at the same time decreasing them and 
placing on the rolls i-etired officers by plucking them not o\er 
30 •ears of age on retired salaries? 

1'Ir. PADGETT. I do not know what their ages are? 
Mr. THIBBLE. I will furnisll the gentleman with the infor

urn. tion. 
l\Ir. PADGETT. I will take the gentleman's word for it. We 

are plucking some eYery year in order that a young man who 
goes into the N:wy as an ensign will not remain an ensign, but 
will have some hope of promotion and advancement. 

l\lr. TRIBBLE. Is there no other way to get them out? 
l\lr. PADGh"'TT. The only other way I know is by death 

or resignation. -
l\Ir. TRIBBLE. You ha"le rnluntary retirement. 
Mr. PADGETT. I said for them to die or resign. 
l\lr. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TRIBBLE. I haYe the floor. 
Mr. l\IURRAY. Why, the gentleman from Tennessee has 

!.lie flo<>r. 
Mr. THIBBLR But he yielded to me. Officers are taken off 

. 1 he actirn list on account of incapacity? 
·· l\lr. PADGETT. Some are taken out on account of inca
JrBcity, and others are taken out who are capable officers, but 
who are taken out for the purpo e of producing a. flow of pro
motions . 

.Mr. TRIBBLID. I nmlerstand that. I will ask the gentleman 
now if he knows this condition to exist, that men voluntarily 
retire from the Na.Yy ns officers on account of incapacity, so 
certified IJy the surgeon. and that after those men retfre they 
are again taken bark on the actirn list as actirn officers and 
pnhl the same snlaries again? 

Mr. PADGETT. Tl1ere was a riro\ision of law in the per
~onnel net of 1809 thn t nllon-e<l the X:l\y Department until the 
30th tlny of this pnst June to employ men on the retired list in 

the active senice. That expired, and in -the ·last Congress a· 
modified law was enacted pro\jding for the retirement and for 
a reduced pay of retired officers doing a.ctiye duty. · 
. l\lr. '.rRIBBLE. I will ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 
that on June 7, 1910, on account of physical disability incurred 
in the line of duty, under sectfon 1453, Lieut. Oscar F . Cooper 
was retired, so certified, for incapacity, and if he was not imme
diately taken back into the service after he was retired, _ and if 
he is not in the senice to-day <Ira wing a salary at an increase 
of $1,323.68? 

l\fr. PADGETT. I do not know the exact salary. I under
stand that he was incapable of doing sea duty and was retired; 
but he was capable of doing clerical duty, and was put back to 
do that. 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. I ask the gentleman if that is not tile case 
in a number of instances? 

Mr. PADGETT. There may be some. I do not know how 
many. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. If a man is incapable of doing official duty 
as an officer and is retired and placed upon a salary as a retired 
officer, incapable of service, does the gentleman stand here be
fore this House and state to this House that such incapable 
officer has the Tight to be put back on the active list, t o draw 
$1,200 and $1,500 a year more than he was receiving? 

l\lr. PADGETT. He can only be put back on the active list 
after he is retired by the express legislation of Congress, and 
that is a matter for the. Congress. I have always opposed rein-. 
statement by legislation of that character, but Congress has not 
always followed my wishes in the matter. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Has the gentleman joined me in the Na.ml 
Committee to reconstruct these laws and abolish the plucking 
board? 

l\fr. PADGETT. I ha\e not joined the gentleman in abolish
ing the plucking board, because I do not think it ought to be 
abolished. 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. Then, I will ask the gentleman this: Does he 
not know that it is charged that the plucking board is an in
strument that frightens officers, and that many resign and get 
out of the way of the plucking board, knowing that they will be 
put back again on the acti\e list? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. I know nothing whatever of that. 
l\Ir. HOBSON. · .l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Ten

nes ee permit me to ask the gentleman to specify one case or 
all cases? 

l\lr. TRIBBLE. Apply the facts as a general principle with
out being personal. 

l\lr. MURRAY. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. PADGET1E In just one moment. When a man is once 

on the retired list he can ne\er get back on the acti\e list except 
by legislation of Congress. 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. How did these men get back? 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 

gentleman from Georgia to the fact that before inten'upting a 
gentleman he must first address the Chair. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. Officers who are on the Teti red list may be 
employed. They are not on the actiYe list, but they may be em
ployed, providing the salary does not exceed a certain amount. 
On the retired list they recei\e three-fourths of the pay of the 
grade in which they retire. If they are used in active duty, 
although on the retired list, the Government is getting the bene
fit of their senices at a very little additional pay, and in the 
higher grades there is nothing additional, whereas if they were 
not employed they would recei\e tlie retired pay, and the Go\
ernment would get no sernce. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. l\lr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. PADGETT. Yes. 
.Mr. TRIBBLE. Then, I will ask the gentleman if he does not 

think it would be better not to retire them at all? 
.Mr. PAD GETT. No; I do not. It is necessary to provide 

for retirement if we are to have capable officers and an efficient 
Navy. . 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGETT. I do. 
Mr. TRIBBLE. Does not the gentleman kno·w it is the mecca 

and hope of all officers to get back on land, and this is one 
scheme they ha\e of doing it when they are retired to . gef 
back on the acti\e list, and you can not then draft them for 
EaEIT~? -

l\lr. PADGETT . . They are not getting on the active list-
Mr. TRIBBLE. They are getting actirn pay . 

. Mr. PADGETT. While doing active duty they are getting 
.PRY which is less thun acti\e pay unless it is the pay in the 
lower numbers. . 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. Does the gentleman espouse on the floor of_ 
this House the proposition of Ur. Cooper and Mr. Sorely and 

.. ' 
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l\Ir. Pryor, and a number of others which' I ha-rn in my hand, 
drawing $1,200 to $1,500 more for haling gotten back on this 
active duty? Does he think it is right? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. I will simp1y say that these gentlemen were 
retired under the law that existed prior to the last appropria
tion bill, and I contributed somewhat in the last appropriation 

· bill to the enactment of legislation to repeal the provisions 
under which tho e gentlemen were retired. It is no longer the 
law, and I would call the gentleman's attention to a speech 
''hich he made a few days ago upon the floor of the House in 
which he stated the e matters, but he was in error with refer
ence to the law. The law he referred to was repealed last year. 

~Ir. TRIBBLE. The gentleman does not mean to say that the 
plucking board ·has been repealed? . 

~Ir. PADGETT. No; I said- the law was repealed that au
yanced them one grade upon retirement. 

~Ir. TRIBBLE. I did not make that statement; Capt. HoB
so is the one who made that statement; t pursued the argu
ment on the statement of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. PADGETT. It is in the gentleman's printed speech in 
the IlECORD. . 

~Ir. TRIBBLE. The gentleman is mistaken. Mr. HOBSON is 
the man who made that statement. I think I stand pretty 
close to the RECORD. I only accepted his statement as authority. 
I will quote the language of the gentleman as it appears in the 
RECORD, so that I may not do him any injustice in my under
standing of his language : 

Mr. Srnso:N'. The gentleman from Georgia states that the incompetent 
officers are the ones who are plucked. 

1\fr. TRIBBLE. No ; I did not state that. I say the department pre
tend that they are plucking incompetent officer , but I did not make 
that statement. I say they are competent. 

Mr. Srsso~. If the incompetent ones are the ones who are. being 
plucked, then they are adopting a system of pensioning men for mcom
petency, are they? 

l\Ir. HOBSO:N'. It is worse than that. 
Mr. TRIBBLE. 1 say it is a t errible arraignment of the Navy of this 

country and the officers of the Navy if 177 men have be!;"ln retil'ed for 
incompetency or something else ; and still there are deadheads in the 
Navy vet who should be plucked for retirement, and you continue to 
r etire them year after year. It is a terrible arraignment on the whole 
system as well as the men. What ·is the matter with them? The 
Secretary of the Navy says there is nothing the matter. Ab, yes; they 
want to promote officers to better pay. 

l\Ir. HOBSO:N'. The gentleman's arraignment is not as strong as he 
can make it, if be will allow me. I simply want him to lay all the 
facts before the Members, and to state that those who are plucked are 
promoted a whole grade in being plucked. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Why are they promoted? 
Mr. HOBSON. ln order to retire them in the next higher grade. 
Mr TRIBBLE. Yes; I thank the gentleman; when they are retired 

they "are promoted to another grade in order that their life salary 
may be increased-rewarded by promotion for so-called incompetencY.. 

Mr. PADGETT. I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
l\Ir. KENDALL. The gentleman was discussing the increase 

carried in this bill by reason of the enlarged Navy, as I under
stood him, when he was interrupted by the gentleman from 
Georgia. I was correct in that, I think. I notice at the top of 
page 10 of the somewhat elaborate report that has been filed 
by the minority a statement that we now lack 3,000 officers and 
6,000 enlisted men for the operation of the ships we now have 
in commission. I would like to ask the gentleman, the chairman 
of the committee, to address himself for a moment to that 
statement. _ · 

~Ir. PADGETT. Well, the fact is we are about 3,000 officers 
sllort, on a war basis, to operate the ships we now haye, but 
we are not that many short on a peace basis. Of com·se, if we 
were in war we would ha\e to. have every ship in commission 
with a full complement, but upon a peace basis many ships are 
in what is called a reserve, where they haye about 25 or 30 
per cent of a complement of men and officers. 

Mr. KENDALL. I suppose that is ample during peace? 
)lr. PADGETT. That is ample for a peace basis; and now, as 

a matter of fact, while the gentleman says about 6,000 enlisted 
men on a war basis we are about 20,000 enlisted men short. 

:M~·. KENDALL. How is the compensation fixed for enlisted 
men, by Executive order? 

:l\Ir. P .A.DGETT. It is fixed by Executive order, and the law 
proYides for a. certain increa e for each enlistment, so much in
crease every time a man reenlists after a four years' enlistment. 

l\lr. KE:NDALL. I think it will be interesting to the com
mittee if the chairman will explain how the compensation paid 
to the ordinary enlisted man in our Navy compares with that 
receiYed by similar employees in the navies of the world, be
cause that enters largely, I think, into the general budget for 
the Navy. 

l\lr. PADGETT. I think it is much higher; I can not give it 
in detail just from memory as to figmes, but the men in our 
Navy are paid much hiaher than any foreign navies, as well as 
in all other occupations abroad. and the cost of living is much 
higher here than ab1·oad. 

1\Ir. KE).."'DA.L'G. .And they are provisioned much better. 
Mr. PADGETT. And ours are provisioned much better and 

they are clothed much better. 
Mr. KEXDALL. Is not that a circumstance that ought to be 

taken into account in instituting a comparison between naval 
expenditures here and abroad? 

Mr. PADGETT. It must necessarily be so. 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

MURR!.Y], if he de ire. 
Mr. :MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I simply wanted the gentle

man from Tennessee to have an opportunity to conclude his 
statement without interruption. It seems to be the purpose of 
certain gentlemen to question him paragraph by paragraph. He 
has only an hour, and may not be able to get more tirr\e than 
that. 

Mr. KE:ND.A.LL. I <li avow any intention of unduly inter
rupting the gentleman. 

Mr . .MURRAY. Of course, I did not have in mind the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

l\lr. PADGETT. I wi h to yield to all which the time I have 
will permit me to do. 

Mr. MURRAY. But over half of your time is now gone, and 
you haye not gone more than half through the bill. 

Mr. P .A.DGETT. Mr. Chairman, the e items are mentioned, 
and all of them together total an increase of $4,667,679.25; but 
we made reductions of something like one million and six or 
seven hundred thousand dollars in other items of the bill, mak
ing the net increase, as stated, $2,732,314.25. And I haYe taken 
the pains and the time to call the attention of the House to the 
items which constitute thi increase, showing that the amount 
that I stated to be $4,600,000, and in other portions of the bill 
we made decreases, reducing the net increase to $2,732,000. 

Now, then, there is another part of the bill-the payment of 
the obligations for the increase in the Navy heretofore author
ized, amounting to $22,284,091. These are on account of ships 
which haye · been authorized heretofore. Now, I thought it 
would be proper to make this statement : Something more than 
$4,000,000 of that is on account of the fact that at the last ses
sion of Congress, instead of appropriating, as customary, six 
million two hundred thousand and some odd dollars on account 
of . a battleship authorized, we appropriated only about 
$2,000,000. For this reason, as the bill did not become a law 
until the 22d of August, and we were providing for a new type 
of ship, the like of which we did not have, and it was necessary 
to prepare plans and specifications and details, all of which 
would consume many months, and we knew that it would be up 
into this spring before they would be ready to submit bids for 
contracts. The bids, as a fact, were opened on the 18th of the 
present month, so that they would have not a full year, but 
would have only three or four months at the most in which to 
do work upon the vessel authorized. So we appropriated only 
$2,000,000, which the department said was sufficient for the 
time they would have to work upon the ship. 

We have got to make up that $4,000,000 in the present bill 
If it had been appropriated in the bill last year, the $22,000,000 
carried in the bill this year would have been reduced to eighteen 
millions. 

Now, in the pre. ent bill there is new authorization. Two bat
tle hips, six torpedo-boat destroyers, four submarines, one sup
ply ship, and one transport are authorized, the total cost of 
which will be $41,710,611 instead of for ty-six million and some 
odd, as stated in the report of the minority. They were about 
five millions excessive in the statement of the aggregate co t. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques
tion. Why do you authorize more battleships when you have 
not enough officers now to man the battleships we haYe? 

Mr. P .A.DGETT. Speaking personally, in committee I favored 
only one battleship. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Why do you need any battleships when 
you have not the officers to man them? 

l\fr. PADGETT. I think the Navy ought to be proportionately 
increased, and our party says we want an adequate Navy. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Wby have the battleships with no officers . 
to command them? 

Mr. PADGETT. It takes from 30 months to 3- years to 
build a battleship. We are increasing our officers 150 a year. 
The course at the academy is four years. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. In the gentleman's explanation of the 
increase on account of battleships he did not mention the fact 
that we did not authorize but one battleship last year, and 
heretofore they haYe been building two, and we are taking care 
of one. Will he explain that? · 

1\Ir. PADGETT. I think the battleships we were building in 
early days were costing from four and one-half million , in 
round numbers, to seven millions. The battleship we authorized 
last year, in round numbers, will cost $15,000,000. 

• 
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l\Ir. TRIBBLE. The gentleman does not mean to say that 

the battleships authorized previous to last year will cost much 
less than the ship authorized last year? You mean the early 
construction and not the late ones. 

Mr. PADGETT. I said it cost $15,000,000. I said from 
$4,500,000 to about $7,000,000 for the earlier ships, and then the 
later ones up to about $10,000,000. 

l\Ir. SLAYDEN. At total cost? 
l\Ir. P ADGET"l'. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. ADAIR. The increase in this bill, outside of these battle

ships and the authorizations made heretofore, must be taken 
care of in this bill--

Mr. PAD GETT. Is $2,732,000. 
Mr. ADAIR. ~'hat is the increa.se outside of these other 

items? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes, sir; that is the increase outside of these 

items, and it is made up of the items which I stated at length 
to the committee. 

l\Ir. ADAIR. Yes. 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Now, then, the amount of the appropriations 

carried in the present bill on account of the new authorizations 
is $18,946,325. The amount for a battleship is in round figures 
$6,200,000 and for each of the other ships there is carried an 
amount which appears in the hearings, but I do not have them 
at my command at this moment. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRl\fAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. In the explanation of the bill . I understand 

that $105,000,000 is appropriated fo1· the purpose of keeping 
what we have-taking care of what we have? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. Does the gentleman think that any part 

of that $105,000,000 could be excluded from this bill and still 
enable us to take good care of what wo have? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. I do not. In fact I concur with that part 
of the statement of the views of the minority where they say 
that the committee has been so· economical that we hn:rn failed 
to prnvide things v:hich the real efficiency of the Navy would 
justify. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. Now, does the gentleman think that if 
there is a failure to provide such things as the real efficiency of 
the Navy might require it is because of a sinister purpose to 
increa e the extension program? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. There is no such purpose; none whate,ei·. 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. Now, let us take the second part of the 

' bill. It is about $22,000,000, for the purpose of paying present 
obligations and those which were incurred before this Congress, 
were they not? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes ; for several Congresses back. 
l\Ir. BATHRICK. Yes; for se\eral Congresses . . That makes 

the bill $127,000,000? 
l\fr. PADGETT. In round numbers $128,000,000. 
l\lr. BATHRICK. Does the gentleman think that as to the 

second item of $22,000,000 anything could be taken away from 
that and the Government still be honest and fair .with the peo
ple they have made contracts with? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Ks to that I will say that the gentlemen 
who filed their minority views so state, and state that that 
$22,000,000 must be appropriateu. · 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. Then it is quite apparent, is it not, that 
the minority views agree on the question of the $103,000,000, 
which is for maintenance, and as to the $22,000,000, w-hich · is 
to pay our obligation ? 

l\lr. PADGETT. Well, the minority in their views on the 
$105,000,000 insist that we should not make appropriations for 

-the naYy yards, for their maintenance and upkeep, because 
there have been some discussions, I presume, in the new'Spapers 
to the effect that some of those yards might be ubandoned. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. Now, just one word more, if I can ha\e 
the gentleman's attention. How much do these nm·y yards re
quire or take in this bill? 

Mr. PADGETT. The etimates submitted w-ere $652.6445 
and we recommend in the bi11 $4,433,945; in other' w~rds' 
$2,000,000 less than the estimates and $189,000 less than wa~ 
appropriated last year. 

l\fr. BATHRICK. Now, in reducing that amount, did you 
take into account and ha\e in mind the fact that we might 
change or abandon some of these yards? Was that one of the 
reasons why you reduced it? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. No, sir. We ha\e got yards there and we 
have got millions of dollars' worth of property in\ol~ed. We 
haYe got men working there. We are doing repair work. We 
are doing manufacturing work. 1Ve haT'e got these establish
ments, and we have provided only those things which are I\eces
sary for the upkeep of the yards and have recommended 

amotmts which any prudent business man would expend in the 
maintenance and preservation of his own property. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Now, in the total appropriations for these 
two parts, namely, that which is required for keeping what 
we have, and that which is required for the pa ment of con .. 
tracts, how much did the committee reduce the estimates 
brought to it by the department? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. We reduced the total estimates more than 
$22,000,000. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. That is all. 
l\Ir. TRIBBLE. l\Ir. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 

question? 
l\Ir. PADGETT. One moment; let me find out how my time 

stands. l\Ir. Chairman, how does my time stand? 
The CH.A.IRl\IAl"\1". The gentleman has 13 minutes remaining. 
l\Ir. HENSLEY. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CH.A.IRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGETT. I yield for a moment, and will resene the 

rest of my time. 
Mr. HENSLEY. I understood the gentleman to state that in 

his opinion none of the items could be taken out of this bill. 
l\1r. PADGETT. I said they could be taken out, but could 

not be taken out in justice to the yards. 
l\Ir. HENSLEY. I call the attention of the gentleman to the 

item of $35,000 that previously was on page 34 of the bill, and 
will ask the gentleman if the original draft did not contain that 
item, and whether the gentleman and the other members of the 
committee who made up this bill did not confess that that was 
a duplication, and finally consented to let that item be stricken 
from the bill on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [l\Ir. 
BATHRICK]? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. That $35,000 item is not in the bill at the 
present time. 

l\Ir. HENSLEY. No; but i t was reported to the committee 
in the first draft of the bill. 

Mr. PADGETT. It was in the first draft of the bill. It was 
for a duplicate air compressor at the Boston manufacturing 
navy yard, where 'we ha\e a great number of men working who 
depend upon constant and unfailing power. The department 
said that if the existing air compressor should break down the 
men would be idle until it could be repaired, and they wanted · 
$35,000 for a duplicate. But while the subcommittee felt that as 
a business prbposition it would be well to have that protection 
for the yard, the proposition was eliminated in the full com
mittee, because we desired to bring in as economical a bill us we 
could. 

Mr. HENSLEY. l\Ia:r there not be other item in this bill 
that are duplications, just as it was shown by the te timony 
before the subcommittee that this was a duplicution and not 
needed in the bill? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. I do not recall any now. l\Ir. Chairman, 
I will reserTe the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining, 
and reser\es the remainder of his time. 

l\Ir. FOSS. l\Ir. Chairman, I desire to state that the members 
of the Naval Committee on this side of the House are substan
tially in fa-vor of this bill, It has been carefully considered in 
the committee, and it comes before this House, in my judgment, 
a carefully and well-digested bill in every respect. What is 
more, it continues the na\al policy which obtained in this coun
try prior to the time that the present Congress came into power. 
There nre a number of gentlemen upon the other side of this 
House who, I greatly regret, have made a minority report 
against this bill. And yet, if any one of you will read the 
minority report, you will find that very little objection is raised 
to most of this bill. 

In the first place, they divided the bill into three parts nnd 
they say we appropriate in this bill $105,000,000 for the mainte
nance of the Kary as it is to-day. After making some objections 
they close their consideration of that part of the bill with these 
words: 

The only just criticism on that part of the bill which appropriates 
$105,587..t948.43 for the maintenance of the Navy is that it embraces 
about $:.::,000,000 to be expended for various purposes on the navy 
yards, and this criticism is not that these items are too large or that 
the improvements for which this money is sought to be expei:ided ara 
not useful and needed, but the objection is that the navy yards and 
stations in which this . money is to be expended may be abandoned, in 
which case the expend1ture would be useless. 

l\Ir. O'SHAUNESSY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FOSS. I regret that I can not yield. 
The CH.A.IRl\IA.N. The gentleman declines to yield. 
l\Ir. FOSS. There is not a do1lar of this $2,000,000 appro

priated in this bill which is recommended for any navy y::trd 
which is al>andoned to-day. It has been the policy of the pres
ent administration to close up a few yards,' the yard at New 
Orleans and the yard at Pensacola, and some others ; but not 
one single dollar of this $2,000,000 goes into those yards which 
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are closed up, or may be said to be temporarily abandoned. So 
there is no useless expenditure or appropriation of money here 
in this bill. 

When the ne:x:t administration comes into powe1• they may 
perchance abandon or close up some of these yards. If so, that 
will be the policy of the incoming administration, but so far as 
the navy yards are concerned at the present time ther~ are no ap
propriations reeommended for any navy yards which are aban
doned or clo ed. to-day. The question of the abandonment or 
closing of navy yards has been a mooted question for a number 
of years. Different Secretaries of the Navy-and we have had 
any number of them in the last 10 years-have recommended 
from time to time the closing of this yard or that yard. 

Mr. GREGG of Texas. Does not the gentleman think it is 
the duty of Congress to close some of the yards and rearrange 
the locations of them? 

~fr. FOSS. No; I do not think it is the duty of Congress to 
close them. I think it is the duty of the administrative part 
of this· Government to close them if advisable. 

Mr. GREGG of Texas. Do yo:u not think it ought to be done? 
Mr. ·FOSS. The Secretary of the Navy has a perfect right to 

close a yard if it is not necessary for the performance of work 
upon our ships. He knows how much business is to be done in 
our industrial plants, and these navy yards are largely in
dustrial plants. He has the distributing of the work upon the 
ships and can send them to this yard or that. It is properly 
within his jurisdictoin to recommend and enforce the policy of 
closing navy yaTds or abandoning them. 

That seems to me the real situation in regard to the matter. 
But this minority has no objection to the appropriation made 
for the maintenance of the Navy except for $2,000,000 recom
mended for navy yards which may possibly in the future, but 
which are not now, be abandoned or closed. What an idle 
objection to this feature of the bill. 

Then we come to the second· feature of the bill, and that is 
the appropriation of money to carry out contracts on ships that 
are autho1ized. What does this minority say? After discussing 
this phase of the bill they say " the second phase of the bill 
to which we call attention is the appropriation of $22,000,000 
to complete tb'e construction of ships heretofore authorized. 
These -vessels are partly . built, and the Government is under 
contract to complete them. We will either have to abandon 
these partly constructed -vessels or lose what has already been 
spent on them or appropriate the $22,000,000 necessary to com
plete them. We therefore agree that tp.e $22,000,000 should be 
appropriated." 

This voluminous minority report, after all has been said, 
comes down :finally to the proposition that we must appropriate 
the money for the ships already authorized-which anybody 
ought to know is the sensible thing to do-and raises only tb.e
trifling objection that I have mentioned as to the appropriation 
of $1-05.000,000 for the maintenance of the Navy. 

So the minority report is substantially in favor of this bill, 
of'the $105,000,000 for the maintenance of the Navy, of $22,-
000,000 for the appropriation of ships already authorized. But 
where do they balk? 

Upon the third feature of the bill-the naval program. That 
is the only real question before this House, whether or not we 
shall have a naval program this year; whether or not we have 
an adequate Navy to-day. Those are the real propositions 
before this House. 

Now, during all the time in which we ha\e been engaged in 
building up an American Navy-I want to say it with pride
we have never made it a party question. Until last year the 
gentlemen on that side of the House took the question of a naval 
program into a party caucus. They held caucuses-'-three or 
four of them-even after they had declared in favor of an 
adequate Navy at their national convention in Baltimore. Even 
after that declaration, in a rather bumptious plank in their 
platform declaring for the maintenance of the Monroe doctrine
even after all that they met time and time again, and in a 
Democratic caucus passed resolutions declaring against all 
battleships whatever. 

Finally, when the public press of the country had become 
aroused against it and they saw that they were upon the un
popular side of this question, a :final caucus was held in which 
it was permitted-think of it; notwithstanding the· constitu
tional obligation and oath which e\ery · l\Iember of Congress 
takes here-it was permitted to Members upon the Democratic 
side to vote for one battleshi11, but only one. 

This was the first time in the history of our country in the 
building up of our new ~ary when it was ever made a party 
question. The national defense, I say here and now, is abo\e 
all parties [applause), n.nd under Republican administration 
we always treated it so. 

But the fact of the matter is ijiat the Democratic Party has 
never been in favor of buildin"' up the American Navy. As I 
look o\er the record for 1G Congresses prior to this Congress I 
find that under the Democratic Congresses there were author
ized only 144,000 tons of ships for the new Navy, whereas under 
10 Republican Congresses-only twice a many as there were 
Democratic Congresses-there were authorized 1,066,000 tons of 
ships for the new Navy. That peaks yolumes on the question of 
which party in this House has been in favor of building up the 
Navy and maintainiug the honor of our cou.ntry. [Applause.) 
It is reported in the newspapers that Mr. William Jennings 
Bryan will be the premier of the new Cabinet, and this morning 
it is said that he is now measuring tensi1e strength with the 
President elect. It is quite likely that he will be the dominating 
factor under the new ad.ministration. 

William Jennings Bryan a number of year ago was a Member 
of 1;his body, and in the debate which took place upon the naval 
bill on July 9, 1892, he made the followmg statement in his 
speech. It will be found upon page 5956 of the CONGBESSION AL 
RECORD of the Fifty-seconcl Congress, first session. 1\lr. Bryan 
said: 

I believe in a sufficient Navy. We bave this now, either in existence 
or in construction. We do not need more. 

How much of a Navy did we have at that time, when Mr. 
Bryan thought it was sufficient for thjs country? We had built 
and building 3 :first-class battleships, 2 second-class battleships, 
1 armored cruiser, 13 protected cruisers, 6 monitors, 3 unpro
tected cruisers, 8 gunboats, and 2 torpedo-boat destroyer -a 
small Navy. But if we had carried out the policy which Mr. 
Bryan enunciated at that time, where do you think we would 
ha\e been when we met even the small naval power of Spain 
in 1898? 

No; it has never been Democratic policy to build up · the 
American Navy, but it has been built up under the adminish·a
tion of the Republican Party. 

l\Ir. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman ' yield? 
The OHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FOSS. l\Ir. Chairman, I reg;ret to say that I can not 

yield. I want the country to know this. I would ne\er lla\e 
spoken of this from the standpoint of party if the party side of 
the question had not been forced upon us by the action of -the 
Democrats in the last session of Congress and in the numerous 
conferences which they have held during this ses ion of Con
gress for the purpose of filibustering against this bill and pre
venting a sensible and reasonable and conservative na-Yal pro
gram in continuance an.d in line with · our past policiE!;S up to 
the time that this Congress came into power. 

.Mr. l\fANN. l\Ir. Chairman, will my colleague yield for a. 
question? 

l\fr. FOSS. Certainly. 
l\Ir. MANN. Do I understand from my colleague's statement 

that the Democratic members of the Committee on N'ayal Af
fairs have had conferences concerning this bill from which the 
Republican members of the committee were excluded? 

Mr. ROBERTS of l\Iassachusetts. Sure. 
Mr. FOSS. I am informed, I will say to the gentleman, that 

they have had numerous conferences. 
Mr. ROBERTS of l\Iassachusetts. l\Ir. Chairman, if tlle gen

tleman will permit,. I can state, as a member of that committee, 
that I went to the Naval Committee room and was told I could 
not go in because the Democratic members were having what 
they called an executive session, and that all of the employees 
of that committee had been excluded from that room, and they 
were standing out in the hallway. 

Mr. MAJ.~. Is it not entirely unusual for a committee like 
that to turn the whole thing into a partisan proposition? 

Mr. FOSS. Why, it is something never before heard of in 
the history of the country, and we will undoubtedly hear of a 
lot of other things--

1\Ir. GREGG of Texas. Oh, we will teach you a lot of new 
things before we get through with you. 

Mr. FOSS. Which haye neyer been before heard of in the 
history of the country. 

But why did the gentlemen on the other side object to the 
continuation of the naval policy? Why do they go back on the 
platform which was adopted in the last Democratic con\en
tion at Baltimore, in which they poke of 1he Monroe doctrine 
and of maintaining the Monroe doctrine? Why do they go back 
on it, and why do they propose, a large number of them, to vote 
against the naval program recommended in this bill? 

In the :fir t place, I say that at heart they have not been for 
the building up of the American NaYy, but the second reason is 
because they are beginning to realize that the appropriations 
under the management of that side of the House have been 
running away up beyond their dreams and exvectations. For 
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years on that side of the House, they h~rve said to us that we 
haye been exh·ayagantly appropriating for the maintenance of 
the GoY-ernment, and they ha"fe said to the people· of the 
country, "Let us get into power, and we will cut down the 
appropriations, and we will give you an economical adminish'a
tion." They are finding out now that the approptiations are 
running higher and higher, until I am told they will be at least 
100,000,000 more than they were two yeai'S ago, the high-water 

mark undei· Republican adminish'ation. And before we get 
through with this session of Congress, they may reach $200,-
000,000 more. That is the reason why. You are beginning to 
see that you can not carry out your promises to the American· 
people, and therefore you say "We will cut down the na-val 
bill, we will cut down the naval program and try to reduce ex
penditures in that -way.1' ·But the country will see through 
that sham economy, that pretense of economy. 

Mr. Chairman, this program which we recommend in this 
bill, and which I say meets with the approval of this side of the 
House, is .a continuance of a policy which ebtained prior to 
the pre ent OongTess, and obtained for a number of years. 
,We recommended two ships a year. As I look back oTer the 
history of the last 16 years I see that the Republican Party, 
when in power upon this floor, authorized on the average two 
ships a y-ear. 

It is a con ervative policy, two ships a year. It only will 
take care of the "Wear and tear upon the tonnage of the 
American Navy. We have a tonnage to-day of about 1,300,000. 
One of these great battleships might be likened unto a great 
machine shop, .and any man who knows anything about ma
chine shops knows that th,ere is at least from 5 to 10 per cent 
which is struek off for wear and 1 ear every year upon one of 
these great industrial establishments, and yet in the appropria
tion bill of ·this year we only recommend these two battleships 
with some smaller ships which will no more than equalize the 
annual wear and tear upon the ships in the American Navy. 

We have never tried to ·riyal any foreign program in present
ing a program to this House. England last ·year ··authorized 
four battleships, and it is said that she will auth01·ize five grea.t 
battleships this yea1-, and Oanada, we are informed, has .already 
made her a · gift, or is about i:o do so, of £7 ,000,000, or · 35,000,000, 
for the construction of three great ships in addition thereto. 
We have not sought to rival any foreign 1power, but we ha.Te 
maintained through the course of years a ·systematic, unifo1·m 
uaT"al policy in the' building up of the American Navy. 

There ought not to be any question in the minds of the 
American people bot what we need some .kind of a Na-vy, and 
if we need any Navy at all we need ·a good one .. We haTe great 
interests upon 'this hemisphere and also upon the other. The 
United States to-day stand-s in a hi__gh ,position among the na
tions of the world because she has always been 1·eady and 
always has maintained her nattonal honor. We -are to-day 
building the great Panama Oanal. ·we need a Navy to defend 
it. Ab, you may say, we will defend it by neutrnlity, by an 
ag1·eement among the nations, bnt we may be called upon ·to 
defend that neutrality in time of waT, antl. there is nothing but 
a navy that can defend it, a navy that will be able to main
tain the control of the sea against the contending power. Not 
only that, but in the building of that great canal we are o_pening 
tip a great sea •to the ·commerce of the world--the Caribbean 
Sea. We are changing the routes of commerce and ·trade. rI;he 
nations will send their ships through that great canal, and -the 
causes of friction and of trouble and of international .difficulty 
will be magnified a hundredfold, and for that renson we need 
be in a position where we shall be able to maintain our rights 
in the new commercial and tremendous p.evelopment of · thut 
new Mediterranean of the Western Hemisphere. rrhen, we have 
islands of the sea under our dominion, and it ·is ·necessary tor 
us to protect them, and our fo1·eign policy, which is not one 
whit bigger than our Navy, and for these reasons I ·appeal to 
you upon · this sirle of the House and upon that to ·throw aside 
all consideration of pm.1:y and stand once again for national 
honor and national defense, which is 'above all other con.s!dera
tions. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, .l reserve the balance of •my time. 
Mr. WJTBEIRSPOON. Mr. Chairman, I ·..am opposed to tbe 

passage 1of this bill. .In the committee tl Toted against report
ing it :to the iHouse, and I shall vote against its final passage 
unless it ·is materially amended. My opposition to ·this bill, Mr. 
Chairman, is based upon the fact that the , bill, · in ·my .judgment, 
ignores and sacrifices the efficiency of ;the .American ·Navy .and 
proposes to squander millions ·of dollars · upon -ships :that we · do 
not need. The bill seeks to appropriate .$146,818,364..53. This 
sum is $23.666,825.78 more than the last appropriation and 
$0,7G3,165.48 more than the ;Republicans ill the days of then· 
wild t extravaganee ever :appropriated in ·one ·bm. Of ,th.ls 

mst amount $105,587,948.53 is· proposed to be appropriated to 
the maintenance of the Navy and $22,284,091 to the cost of com
pleting the construction of na·n1l vessels heretofore authorized 
and $46,418,925 for the building of new vessels, on account of 
which the bill seeks to appropriate $18,946,325 for the first 
year's work of consti~uction, leaving $27,472,600 of that sum 
w.hich will necessarily be included in the appropriation bill of 
the next fiscal year, if we pass this program. 

1In regard to the first item of $10G,587,9-18.53, it is nearly 
$3,000,000 more than the amount appropriated for the mainte
nance of the Navy in tile last appropriation bill, and this large 
increase in the appropriations for the maintenance of the Nary 
is brought about notwithstanding th.e. fact that the Secretary o:f 
the Na\y and ·e1ery bureau ' in the Navy Department has exer
cised the greatest economy. The examples of this economy are 
these : In regard to powder, the testimony before the committee 
shows that the depm·tment is now manufacturing powder lQ 
per cent cheaper than it .ever did before and 15 cents a pound 
less than · it can be · bought in the market. In regard to torpe
does, the first torpedoes p.i;irc"hased by the Navy Department 
cost $9,500 apiece; that c.Ost has been reduced to $5,800 a.pi~ce, 
and the department itself is now manufacturing good part of 
the torpedoes needed :a.t ·$3,500 apiece. In regard to the manu
facture of large guns, the ·testimony shows that a short while 
ago they were costing $60,000 apiece, and now our gun factory 
is making them at less than $50,000 apiece, and that the cost of 
the gun and mount of the large 14-inch ·guns that we are now 
making is between $.20,000 and $30,000 less per gun than the 
12-inch guns cost a few years ogo. Not only this, but in the 
matter of accounting the evidence shows that reforms haYe been 
adopted 1which have resulted in great saying to the Goyernment. 
· ot only have the bureaus of the department manife ted this 

cQllllilendable -economy, but the Committee on Naval Affairs 
itself, aftex spending months upon this bill, haYe Ieduced, 
with the exception I will point out presently, every item in tlle 
~ill as low as was possible consistent with the efficiency of the 
American Navy. Not only has the committee_ma.de .a consistent 
and continuous struggle to reduce this appropriation as low .as 
possible, but it has actually neglected a great many matters 
upou 1whieh th.e Yery efficiency of the .Navy depends. 

,First, in l'egard to target practice, the • Chie·f of the Bureau of 
Ordnance bas toltl us ·that in ·his ·judgment we needed a certain 
'fiillount of money to giye themaval officers the practice that is 
necessary for them to know how to shoot accurately, and this 
bill proposes .for that purpose "$400,000 less than the experts 
tell us we need. I wish to impress upon you the importance of 
this. It makes no ·difference ·wha.t number of battleships you 
have, it is utterly .immaterial how efficient yom powder is, it 
makes no difference -what sort of guns you have, it all amounts 
to nothing if the men ·behind the guns can not shoot with th.at 
'Skill and accuracy that will trike the ships of the enemy ... in 
the case of battle, and they can not acquire this skill in any 
other way ·except by target practice. And yet on this vital 
point of the ·efficiency of ·the Tavy, this ·.bill ·1·efuses by 
$400,000 to 3.ppropriate the necessai>y amount of money. Again, 
in the matter ..of torpedoes, the ·testimony before us shows th.at 
we are deficient; that our ·fact<rry is incapacitated to manu
facture .as many torpedoes as we need; and that we are there
fore compelled . to purchase tllem at a price $2,400 apiece 
higher •than .:we can make ·'them. 'It was on this accotmt reeom
mended to us, or rather the experts ·.stated, that it would re-
quire $250,000 to o enlarge our factory that we could .provide 
this necessary means 1of defense. ·We .refused to .give thnt 
$250,000 because we were struggling to .keep ·this appxopria
tion ·fo r ·the ,maintenance, the efficiency, the adequacy of the 
Navy ·down to a point where there would be more .chance for 
this Congress pa sing . a bill to .waste .•$4.5,000,000 on new Yes
sels. [Applause.] 

·The 'heal'i:ngs •make it plain to my mind that the result of a 
naval battle would under many conditions depend upon the 
use of torpedoes, and ·this bill has just sacrificed the efficiency 
·of the Navy to gratify the extravagance which seems to have 
run wild in this whole counh·y. Again, in the matter of mines. 
it is shown •that they , are among · the .most important means of 
Uefense. They are ·proven to be terrible engines of aestruction 
ana indispensable in ti~ of war. In the naval battle between 
"Japan and Russia 6,000 of these mines were ·used, and with 
them the Russians destroyed two Japanese battleships ancl 
several other vessels, nnd with them the Japanese destroyed 
a R ussian battleship and so disabled seyeral others that they 
could not take paTt in 1the engagement. But these mines do 
not cost very much. You can not squander very much money 
on :min.es. They cost just $500 ur.1iece. [A.pplnuse.] But u 
battlesbip costs $16,000~000, .and the1·efoTe that is the ·thing 
wi.th which you 1can effectually squander the ·people!s money 

• 
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with the greatest ·apidity. And · so · we neglect the matter of 
mines and clernte our thought to the subject of battleships. It 
is the best ,means by which to gratify extravagance and waste-
fulness. [Applause.] · 

This all-powerful means of defense has been neglected. The 
experts in the NaYy haYe from time to time urged Congress to 
appropriate $1,000,000 for mines, and only $200,000 has been 
appropriated. This bill carries for this purpose only $100,000 
and the result is that we hare only 325 mines, while if we had 
a war we would need thousands of them, and our fleet would 
probably be defeated and destroyed because we ha\e neglected 
to make provision for them. But when we run the appropria
tions up to $150,000,000 to get what is useless we are compelled 
to deny ourselves what is needful on the principle that when we 
spend au of our mouey for ice cream and chewing gum we have 
nothing left with which to buy an automobile. 

In regard to powder, we haye only one factory, which has not 
the capacity to supply om· needs, and if an explosion should 
occur there we would become wholly, as we are now largely, 
dependent upon the Powder Trust. We should have se•eral 
powdet· factories. The public defense requires it, and the safety 
of our ~avy as well as a proper regard for the personnel of 
the Na YY demands that we should be prepared to supply them 
at all times with plenty of powder, but we can not appropriate 
the money for this purpose because we prefer to squander it 
on battleships. 

Another matter, and that is this: It is shown to us that at 
present we lack 3,000 officers of having a sufficient number to 
man and operate the Yessels that we now ha\e. It is shown 
that jf we did not build another ship it would take the ~ Ta\al 
Academy 20 years at the present rate of graduation to supply 
the Navy as it exists to-day with a sufficient number of offi
cers. That is the fact before the committee. But I undertake 
to say that the Committee on Na-val Affairs did not giye two and 
one-half minutes' attention to that fact, becau ·e we were driv
ing toward the $45,000,000. We did not ham time to consider 
a question that affects the yery -vitals of the Navy. A battle
ship is utterly usele s without Jrien to operate it. Enlisted men 
have to be trained, and it takes time to train them. Officers 
have to be educated, and there is no other way that you can get 
officers who are competent to take char_ge of ships of war except 
to train them at the Naval Academy. And yet no pro\ision is 
made for the increase of our officers to supply the vessels we 
now ha•e, and not only is no provision made, but there has 
never been in the committee any discussion of that subject or 
any consideration cf it, because we did not haYe time to do it. 

Now, l\Ir. Chairman, notwithstanding the fact that every 
bureau has exercised these economies, notwithstanding the fact 
that the committee itself has cut down every item it could, not
withstanding the fact that it has neglected to provide what is 
necessary and required for the adequacy and efficiency of the 
Nary a.nd for the :r:ublic defense, this item of $105,000,000 is 
nearly $3,000,000 more than it was last year. In that $105,000,-
000 there is only one part of it that the minority of the com
mittee feels is subject to criticism, and that is the number of 
items coyering abont 10 pages of the bill and amounting to be
tween two and three milHon dollars for the construction of new 
things in the navy yards. And on that point the chairman of 
our committee, the gentleman from Tennessee [l\Ir. PADGETT], 
stated in his remarks that the minority report assailed items 
for the upkeep and maintenance of the navy yards. 

I want to tell you that he is mistaken about that. These 
items that we object to have nothing to do with the upkeep and 
the maintenance of navy yards. Ample provisions have been 
made in otl1er parts of the bill to keep the navy yards going 
just as they are now. Why, our navy yards have been sufficient 
to manufacture the greatest battleships in existence with what 
they have now, but here is a proposition to construct new 
things, to make them better than they have been. We say they 
can go along as they are now, because they are already effi
cient to do the work at the present time, and our objection to 
these items is not that they are too large; it is not that the 
objects for which the appropriations are sought to be made will 
not. be useful and needful, but we base our objection to the ap
propriation of this yast sum of money on the fact that nearly 
all of those nary yards will probably be abandoned in the near 
future, and if they are abandoned, then the expenditure of this 
money will IJe .... rnsted. 

Mr. O'SHAUJ\TESSY. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
~fr. WITHERSPOON. Yes. · 
l\Ir. O'SHA.UNESSY. I endeavored to interrupt the gentle

man from Illinois [.Mr. Foss] when he was speaking about navy 
yards that might be abandoned, and I interrupted him in order 

.that I might have some enlightenment about what the com
mittee considered in regard to those nayy yards. 

l\f'r. WITHERSPOON. Oh, I ham not time to listen to the 
gentleman talk, but if the gentleman will ask me a question 
I will answer it. 

l\lr. O'SHA.U:NESSY. ~'hen I will ask it. 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. I will try to answer it. 
1\lr. O'SHAUNESSY. Can the gentleman tell me what the 

committee did relative to ::my legislation dealing with the pro
posed ~bandonment of useless navy yards? 
. l\Ir. W~T~ERSPOON. The committee did absolutely noth
~ng; and ~t ~1d not do anything on anything else hardly, because 
It was dr1vmg toward these battleships. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. WITHERSPOON. I can not yield much time. If I did, 

I would not have time to make my argument; but I will yield 
to the gentleman for a question. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. Does not the gentleman think that in 
order to · abandon the e navy yards it wonld be ·necessary to 
have legislation or a new bill? 
. l\lr. ~ITHERSPOON. I can not yield. I do not think that 
IS pertment. 

l\Ir. BATHRICK. Is this quf'stion pertinent, then-
i\Ir. WITHERSPOON. I decline to yield, l\Ir. Chairman. 
'.rhe CH~IRl\IAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
l\fr. WIIHERSPOON. The Secretary of the Navy has told 

us that th.ese navy yards ought all to be abandoned except three. 
He mentioned three that he said absolutely ought to be 
~b~ndoned. One of the bureau chiefs has explained to us how 
it mcreases the expenses to have so many navy yard!':. We 
bave 10 navy yards and 18 naval stations. The result is that 
a certain navy yard will want a large crane, for example. 
Another navy yard wants a crane. If the work of two were 
concentrated in one, you would need but one crane. 

Another illush·ation is that a great deal of money has to be 
expended to dredge ·and deepen the channels of the rivers and 
harbors to enable our vessels to get to those navy yards. 
Where you have 28 navy yards and naval stations you have "'Ot 
to dl·edge and deepen the channels in 28 places, whereas if ;Du 
had them all at one place you would have to provide a channel 
only for one. It is pointed out to us that if they were concen
trated in two or three places you would not need nearly so many 
power plants, and you would not need so many of nearly every
thing in the Navy, and it would greatly reduce the outlay and 
promote economy to concentrate the work in a few places. That 
is the argument, and the department has been conternplatin.,. 
according to the Secretary of the Navy himself, the abando~~ 
ment of nearly all of these navy yards. And yet it is proposed 
to squander two or three million dollars in those useless nary 
yards. We protest against that. · 

Now, I want to point out to you how this same folly has 
been exercised in the past. We expended $12,000,000 on the 
navy yard at Pensacola. We expended, if I recollect rjghtly 
about three and one-half million dollars on the navy yard at 
New Orleans. After all that money was wasted. then we dis
covered that we did not need either one of those navy yards, 
and we have actually abandoned both of them. 

Another illustration: We invested nearly $2,000,000 in some 
coaling stations. There has never been but a small amount of 
coal put in those coaling stations. After the money was wasted 
and squandered, we discovered that we did not nee<l them, and 
both of them haYe been abandoned. 

I could give you, if I had time, many other illustrations of 
this folly. The folly of the past consisted in not discovering 
that we would not need those navy yards before we expended 
the money. But you are asked now to commit the wor e folly 
of squandering this money after you ha\e found out that it is 
going to be useless. [Applause.] 

And so we insist that the bill, as to all of those items of the 
class I haye discussed, should be amended, and that the e items 
should be stricken out. · 

So much for the contention which the minority makes as 
to that portion of the appropriation of $105,587.53 which the 
minority report submits should be stricken out of the bill. But 
the point that we want to emphasize . and impress upon the 
House is that that item is nearly $3,000,000 more than it 
was last year, not because there is anything in it too great, 
with tbe exception of the feature I lmYe pointed out, but that 
it is increasing and has increased solely on account of the 
continual increase in the nnmber of yessels; and as long as we 
continue to add new vessels to our NaYy this item for its main
tenance is going to continue to increa e by leap and bounds, 
and it will be only ·a few years until this Committee on Naval 
Affairs will SUl'pass the Committee on Pensions in the amount 
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of money to be expended for the· maintenance of the Xary unless 
you stop building these new vessels. 

Whene\er you add one more battleship1 to the Na-v.y that 
necessH:ates more men. It necessitates more coal; it necessi
tates more powder; it necessitates more pistols; it necessitates 
more clothing and more food. The fact is, it increases every 
expense- in the department. The eost of a battleship is not the 
$16,000,000 we ha1e to pay to construct it; bllt no man knows 
what it does cost, because it increases the expense· in eyery 
bureau and d.epartment of the Navy. A battleship causes all 
the expenses of the Navy to rise, just as tite revolutions of 
the moon cause the tides to rise, but, unlike· the moon, it never 
causes them to ebb. [Applaus~] 

And so I lea.Ye this, with the tbought that you must either 
make up your mind that you are going to let this nava1 appro
priation run up rapidly until it gets· so big that the American 
people will tm·n us all out of office, or you have got to stop the 
incrnase in the number of vessels. That is the conception. that 
the minority have of this bill. 

In rega1·d to the second item in the bill-$22,000,000· for the 
completion of the construction of vessels heretofore authorized
we do not object to that. Those -vessels are partly completed. 
The Government is under contract to complete them. It we did 
not complet-e-them, we would lose the millions we ha.Ye al:ready 
spent upon them, and we see no way to reduce that item of 
$22,000;000. The only thing I want to say about that is that 
it is $22,000,000 in this bill, buf it will not ·be $22,000,000 in the 
next bill if you pass this building program. 

Notwitlistanding the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] 
said we had $5,000,000 too much in our estimate of the build
ing program, I ha1e obtained my figures in a way that makes 
me believe I am correct when I say that it is $46,000,000. 

Now, we app1·opriate $18,946,325 for the first year's work, 
and that leaves $27,472,600 to be provided. for in the next ap
propriation bill. And not only will that. $27,472,600 have to be 
provided for in the next fiscal year, but you must have in the 
next appropriation bill an amount to complete those five great 
dreadnoughts now in process of construction that are not com
pleted by that time, and the . whole thing will run this 
$22,000,000 up above $30,006,000 in the next appropriation biU 
if you pass this building program. 

We ought to look ahead and know what is going to confront 
us in the future. It is just this way: You might go down town 
here and buy $10,000 worth of diamonds if you could get a man 
to sell them to you on condition that you pay $5 cash and the 
balance next year, and it would be th~ next year that that 
balance would put you to you:r trumps. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the committee 
to the thh·d part of this bill,. and that is the portion which 
proposes to build two battleships costing $16,345,275 apiece, or 
$32,690,550 for both; six torpedo destroyers that will cost 
$7,657,810; four submarines that will cost $2,478,936 · a trans= 
port that will cost $2,051,179; and a supply ship that' will cost 
~1,534,450. I speak in round numbers, but if you will add up 
all those amounts you will find that they aggregate $46,418,925. 

It is manifest that no substantial reduction can be made in 
this bill if this program for the increase of the Navy is adopted 
and the principal question presented by the bill is whether thi~ 
enormous increase is wise or necessary. The wi ·dom of this 
proposed ex:penditUl'e depends upon the question. whetheL' we 
now ha1e an adequate Navy or n-0t. 

I admit that our Navy is inadequate for a great many pur
poses. It is inadequate fou the pUl'pose of conquest. H we 
were to undertake to conquer England, Germany, France, and 
Japan, we would find that we bave an insufficient fleet fol' such 
purpose, and I hope that our Navy will alway& be inadequate 
for any such purpose. It is also inrulequate to gratify the greed 
and avarice of those who annually make millions of dollars out 
of the coru;truction, repairs, coal, powder, armor, an.d a1·mament 
necessa.i·y to maintain and increase our Navy, and for such 
purpose the Navy would be inadequate if we had a thousand 
battleships. It is also inadequate to g1·atify the wild-eyed ex
trayaganace of those who measure all political wisdom by the 
magnitude of the ftmd to be squandered. It is also inadequate 
to defend our country from in1asion in case all the great 
countries of Europe. should unite in n. war against ns, and I 
am not in favor ot building any Navy adequate for defense in 
such case, both because I belieYe we will never be eollfronted 
with any such misfortun.e, and also be.cause in such case I be
lie\e the wisest course would be to permit them to. land their 
ru:mies on our shores and depend upon such armies as we could 
raise to determine again the oft-decided question whether 
America can be conquered. But for the purpose of defending 
our country ::igainst attack from any nation ou earth I confi
dently belieYe that our NaYy is amply sufficient und fully ade
quate, :llld for any otlier purpo e we need no Nary at all 

The question is whether the efficiency and adequacy of the 
American N::rry and the publie defense require th.~ addition of 
all theee· --ressels to our :Ka-vy. No man ean intelligently d-eter
miD.e that question unless he gets int-0 his mind what the Nary 
is at present, and I want to call your attention to the meaning 
of the words uAmerican Na·vy" and what those words signify. 

Fou the legitimate and reasonable purpose of the 1mblic de-
. fense we ha1e a Navy whose offi.cers a.nd enlisted· men number 
65,£>14 and: whose ve sels, of all kinds, number 277. Among 
this large number of vessels th.ere are included 38 battleships, 
of which 33 are ready for service and 5 are in process. of con
struction; 11 armored cruisers; 63 s11bmarines, of which 47 
are complete and: 16 in process o:t construction; 28 torpedo boats, 
M destroyers, and other- aun1.iary vessels. The 38 battleships 
are equipped with one hundred! and f<n·ty-eight 12-i:neh guns, 
thirty-two 13~inch guns, and fifty-two· 14-inch guns. The- one 
hundred and forty-eight 12-inch guns can shoot a steel shell 
weighing 870 pounds lZ miles, the thirty-two 13~inch guns c.'ill 
shoot a steel shell weighing 1,100 pounds 13 miles, and the 
forty 14-inch guns can shoot a steel shell weighing 1,400 pounds 
14 miles, nearly twice as far as the human eye can see a battle
ship on the ocean. Each of these huge guns can shoot three of 
these immense shells every minute, or, altogether, they can shoot 
696 of these terrible missiles of destruction every minute, a.nd 
in five minutes they can shoot 3,480 steel shelis weighing in the 
aggregate 223,240 pounds. In the discharge of each gun there 
is between 300-and 400 po:ond.s of powder. In addition to this 
we have guns of smaller ealiber which no man can number. 

ff that many shells a minute, if that many hells in every 
fi:re minutes--shells weighing 223,000 pounds of steel-if that 
is not enough to ma;ke the Na:vy adequate, I would like to 1mow 
how many it would take. [Applause.] 

In order for the committee- to more clearly understand the 
adequacy of our Nary I want to compare it with the other 
nu-vies of the world. 

Comparing our Navy with th.at of Japan, ours has one hun
dred and forty-eight 12-inch guns and theirs 84, a difference· of 

· 64 in our favor. Ours has thirty-two 13-inch guns and theirs 
has 56, a difference o·f 24 in their favor. Ours has fifty-two 14-
inch- guns and theirs has 12, a difference of 40 in oar favor. 
Ours has, in large guns 12 to 14 inch, 232 and theirs 152, a 
difference in our fa-vor of 80. 

And yet some people- are kept from sleeping at night on 
account of visians that they have of the American Navy being 
sunk to the bottom of the sea under the weight of Japanese 
shells. [Laughter and applause.] 

Comparing our Navy with thnt of France, ours has one hun
dred and forty-eight 12-inelr guns and' th~irs has 118, a difference 
of 30 in om· favor. Ours has thirty-two 13-inch guns and theirs 
54, a dift'.erence of 22 in their favo~. Ours has fifty-two 14-inch 
guns and theirs none. Ours has a total of 232 large guns an{). 
theirs a total of 172 large guns, a difference of 60 in our favor. 
And yet they will tell you that we ought to build more battle
ships because France is d-oing it. 

Comparing our Navy with that of Germany, ours has <me 
hundred and forty-eight 12-inch guns and theirs 198, a difrer
.ence of 50 in their favor. Ours has thiTty-two 13-inch guns 
and theirs no 13-inch guns. Ours has fifty-one 14-inch guns 
and theirs has 40, a difference of 11 in our favor. Of the large 
13 and 14 inch guns ours has 232 and theirs a total of 238, or 
a difference of 6 in their favor. · 

But while Germany has 6 more of these large guns, yet 
this preponderance in her favor is on account of her having 50 
more 12-inch guns. We have a Targ~ preponderance of 13 and 
14 ineh guns 01er Germany, and, as I will show you later, we 
have so many more larger guns that they mo1·e than overcome 
the difference of the 6 in favor of Germany. 

Now, comparing our Navy with that of England, she sur
passes us 162 guns of the 12-inch type and 152 guns of the 
13-inch type. But she fills no 14-inch guns and we have 52. 
I admit that the English Navy is much more powerful than 
ours, but when you remember the fact that in the ease of a 
war England would be compelled to divide her Navy into a 
great many fleets or leave her vast possessions in every pa.rt 
of the world unprotected, it is not so clear that eyen England 
could send against us a fie€t which we would be tmable to 
resist~ 

But if it be true that we bave not enough ships, if it 
true that these 232 guns on our battleships are insufficient to 
defend us in an attack, then I submit to this House that no 
increase in the number would help the matter. If we were 
engaged in war with some other com1try and our guns were to 
shoot 696 of these immense shells at them every minute, 3,480 
of them, weighing 23,000 pounds, every five minutes, if that 
d:i<l not destroy them, then up amount of shells could destroy 
them. 
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It is just like if you had 232 men around the Washington Admiral Twnmw. · The 12-inch-50-caliber is the latest type of 12-incli 
Monument well supplied with baseballs, and they were throwing gun. 
those balls at the monument and it did not fall, would you say The CILUR:\IAX. What do you regard as the destructive force th'e 

power ?f those two guns, speaking relatively at 10 000 yards? ' 
that the trouble was that they did not have baseballs enough . Admiral '.rw1xnw. I suppose the destrncti~e force of the 14-inch aun 
to knock it down? Wou1d not you know that the reason it did Is 50 per cent greater than the 12-inch at that range. "' 
not do it was because the balls did not have the destructive tw~h:u;srr~fnffi~~- d1"!fa~tci~ the relative percentage of accuracy of the 
force necessary to destroy it? [Laughter and applause.] Admiral Tw1:srno. The 14-lnch gun is probably 30 per cent more 

It is the same way if you had 38 American battleships shoot· accurate at extreme range. 
· t fl f h · d l\Ir. l•'oss. What do you base that on? mg a a eet o t e enemy, an with all these 696 shells flying Admiral Twomw. The flatness· of the trajectory and the fact that 
every minute it did not destroy them, it would demonstrate to the 1~-inch s~ell, having almost twice the weight of the 12-inch, will 
any sensible man that these shells would not do it for the Jack keep Its steadrnes~ of flight much longer and be affected much le ·s by 
of sufficient destructive force, and to multiply them would not winds and other external conditions toward the end of its trajectory. 

Whereas the compal'ison would be in favor of the liahter shell with 
help the matter at all. [Applause.] The truth of the matter is greater vel?city .ov.er the first part of the trajectory, fu'. the latter part 
it is almost inconceivable how you could use any more battle-- the, comparison Is rn favor of the heavy shell. 
ships than we have. It is impossible to conceive, and your com- 10~ii Y;~.,r~:UAN, What is the accuracy at differ·ent distances, say 
mittee has had before it ·no testimony to show how more than Admil'al Twrnrxo. At 10,000 yards I should estimate that the 14-inch 
38 battleE'hips could be u ed to ad-vantage in a na·rn_I battle. ~~:111 2':f~~g. hav.e in the neighborhood of 5 per cent more accuracy than 
'Vheu these battleships are taken out on the ocean to search The ~FLHR:\IAN. And what would be the difference at 5 ,000 yards? 
for an enemy they go in line. I was present last year on these Admiral TWINING. There wouldn't be very much difference at that 
ships for four days when they were engaged in target practice. distance. It would be slightly in favor of the 12-inch 
Th d · 1 1 · ed t th t th · 1 t' f 'l'he ,CnAIRi\IA~. What is the di1Ierence as to destructive effect? e a mira s exp am 0 me a e manipu a ion ° the · . Admiral TwL ING. That is based on the greater· probability of hit-
ships in target practice was made such as to be as near as tmg and the greater effect of a hit. A shell weighing 1 400 pounds 
possible to what it would be in an actual engagement. If our will .have mo.re effect w~en it hits than a shell weighing 's70 pound 
fl t t t th t h f d and its burstmg charge is 50 per cent greater. ' 

ee · were sen ou on e ocean o searc or an enemy an Mr. Foss. How far will a 14.inch gun throw a projectile? 
destroy it, the front ship would be 9-! miles ahead of the rear Admiral Twr~mrn. We used to have a thumb rule that a gun would 
ship, an~ if it should meet the enemy the front ships would fire a mile for every inch of caliber. In that case the 14-inch "'ttn 
destroy one another before the hindmost ones would get close would fire 14 miles, and 1 think it would not fall far short of that . . "' 
euough to begin to engage in the battle, and if the enemy had If that statement is accurate, then the fact that our ~a\y 
twice as many ships as we had, in such a case as that their exceeds the navies of Germany, France, and Japan so much in 
line would be 19 miles long, and the battle would be over, so tlle number of large guns would 'Show that our KaYy woulu be 
far as all those in front were concerned, hours before the last more than a match for any one of them. 
ship in the enemy's line would get in sight. But suppose that Assuming this statement to be accurate, then if· the entire 
our Navy should start out to hunt the enemy and the ships German Navy were engaged in a battle with ours and if the 
should travel abreast, there has to be a certain distance between positions could be so arranged. that every -ship o~ both ides 
the ships. If it should meet an enemy that had twice as many con.Id take part at the same time, then our eighty-four 13 and 
ships as we had, its line would be twice as long as ours, and 14 mch guns, on account of their 50 per cent greater destructh·e 
consequently the ships in our line would engage in battle with force and of their 30 per cent greater accuracy, woultl in
those in the enemy's line opposite to ours. The ships of the evitably soon put her ships with one hundred and n1nety-eil}'ht 
enemy in that part of their line not opposite to ours would be too 12-inch guns out of action, and on account of the greater m~m
far off to take part in the engagement at all. Of course, if these ber of our largest guns we would be more than a match for 
naYal battles were going to last for hom·s and days like a battle on her ships with 14-inch guns. 
1and, it would be different, but with these immense, destructive If all of our ships were at the same time engaged in a narnl 
shells, a naval battle can not last but a few minutes. If the battle -with. the French fleet, the excess of thirty 12-inch O'uns 
guns can strike the enemy's ships and they have the destructive in om ... favor and the excess of thirty-two l3 and 14 inclI ~u 11s 
force to destroy them, the battle would be over in a T"ery few would leave no doubt as to the result. . 
minutes, and consequently those ships in the line of the enemy .And in the case of a n::rrnl battle with Ja11an, the exces. of 
double as long as ours, which were not opposite to ours, would suty 12-inch guns in our favor and the excess of sixteen 13 and 
not be able to take part in the engagement until it was over. 14 inch guns in our fa-yor makes our great superiority unques-

It is just for this reason that you can use only a certain num- I tioned. 
ber of battleships in a battle. One of the admirals of the Navy.,. But, l\Ir. Chairman, the efficiency of the Navy depends mor~ 
told me that 16 was the number. The impossibility of using 38 upon the man behind the gun than upon anything else. It is 
battleships in an engagement is the very reason we ha-ve .the patriotism, the courage, the nerve, the willingness in the 
cllvilled our Navy into two fleets. One is called the active fleet hearts of the men behind the guns to die ratller than to see the 
and the other is called the reserve fleet. The fact is that we flag go down that will enable them to shoot with the accuracy 
.ha.ve so many battleships that we take half of them and tie which will bring victory. [Applause.] On this point I want to 
them up and call them the reserrn fleet, to be used in case the call attention to the fact that the pro"Yisions made for the 
active fleet is defeated. American Kavy guarantee and assure us in the best po~sible 

I say that the number of battleships does not determine the way that we ha\e secured the best officers on the face of the 
adequacy and efficiency of the Navy, but that it depends upon earth. The rigid examinations for enh·ance to Annapolis, tlle 
other things. These conditions of snccess are the character of rigid examinations for passage from one class to another, and 
the powder, of the guns, of the shells, and of the men behind then the rigid. examinatons that are kept up after they become 
the guns. officers, whenever the time comes for them to be promoted from 

First, it depends on the powder. If we have manufactured ;i. one rank to another, eliminates the inferior and lea-res as tlrn 
kind of powder that is so much greater in force and of so much officers of our Navy the very highest grade of men. Besides 
greater uniformity than that of the enemy, then our guns will that, we ha-re now a great number of schools giving postgradu· 
shoot with more accuracy and with more destructi-ye force; and ate courses in which o'ur naval officers are taught and ma<le 
if that be great enough for our shells to penetrate the armor of experts in every department of na.Yal knowledge, and these pro
the enemy's vessels and their powder is not of sufficient force to visions make me believe that we lla1e the best officers and tlle 
penetrate ours, it is perfectly manifest to a man of common best Navy in the world. [Ap11lause.] 
sense that our fleet would destroy the enemy's fleet, even though If instead of exhausting our re ources and impoYerishing 
the enemy had. ten times as many ships as we ha-re. That is our overtaxed people in building more ships we would devote 
one of the real conditions--powder. more attention and spend a little more money in torpedoes, 

Another condition is the character of the guns. The supe- mines, powder, target practice, and supplying the ships already 
riority of the guns is a con.dition that would determine the re- constructed with an adequate number of trained officers we 
sult of the battle. The size and mechanism of the guns are far would, in my judgment, make the wisest possible i1ro-vision for 
more important than their number. It has been explained to the adequacy of the Navy and for the public defense, and. at 
the committee by the experts that a 14-inch gun lrns a destruc- the same time save the people millions of dollars. 
ti-ve force 50 per cent greater than a 12-inch gun, and that on But if I am mi taken in all this, if it lJe true that ot1r Xavy 
af!count of the flatness of the trajectory, the winds, and other is not adequate and efficient, I ha>e the consolation of kuow
cau-·es explainecl to the committee it shoots with 30 per cent ing that I have a great deal of good company witll me, nnd i: 
more accuracy than a 12-inch gun. On that point I will read want to call attention to that. 'Yhether or not the eflit:iency 
to the committee what Admiral Twining says: · nnd adequacy of the Navy wouhl be increased by acllling more 

The CHArnMA:v. What is the result of your tests of H-inch guns? ships to our battle fleet is a subject I want to tell this Hom.:e 
Arc th~y entirel_y _satisfact<?ry? the committee that reported this bill l.Jas neYet· given any nt-

-'\dmH'al TWI="I="G. Yes, :'nr. . I tention to at all. If it be true that we neetl more 1Jattlesh1p :the 
'1 he CHArn:U.L\T. What 1s the companson between the 12-inch 50- . . . r 

caliber gun and the 14-inch 45-calib~t· gun? r believe those are the comnnttee has not tned to find it out. "e tarteu out on the 
calibers. assumption that we were going to llaYe them, necessary or not 
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necessary, and we ha1e neYer gone into the question of whether 
there was any reason for ha1ing them or not. [Applause.] 
There has only been one question asked, and I want to call 
µtteution to that. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BATHRICK]. 
who is always of a somewhat inquisitive turn of mind and 
anxious to discor-er the truth, is tlle only member of this 
committee wbo ever propounded a single question to find out. 
whether it is necessary to har-e more battleships, and he pro
pounded it to the Secretary of the Nar-y in these words: 

Mt» BATHTIICK. You have stated that it was necessary to build battlc
shiJ)S. What are your reason. ; why do you believe it necessary? 

Secretary MEYER. I believe it to be necessary in orde1· to have a fleet 
that will meet the possible requirements of emergencies that might 
arise. Otherwise, if you are not going to have a fleet that will meet 
emergencies that may arise, a fleet made up of vessels of a character 
which other navies which may come in contact with us are building, 
it would be better to have no Navy and no fleet; better than to have 
a lot of vessels which would be crushed like a lot of pasteboard boxes. 

Look at that answer. He was asked to gi1e the reasons why 
it was necessary to build more battleships. The question meant, 
why is it that 38 battleship · are not enough; it meant why 232 
big guns are not enough; it wanted to know what good it 
would do to have· a greater number. That is the meaning of the 
question, and the Secretary's answer is, to provide for emer
gencies that may arise in the future. Well, is that any answer 
.to say that we want to provide for emergenciesthatmayarise,or 
does it explain why 38 battleships would not provide for the 
emergencies that might arise; is that any answer why 41 
would provide for them and 38 would not? l\:lr. BATHRICK was 
not to be put down by any such answer as that and so he said 
this: 

llfr. BATHnICK. I i·athei· expected to get some reason other than 
"ma.y" or ':might." I thought, perhaps, that you might have some 
specific special reason. 

Secretary MEYER. I do not want to for this reason: The other dav 
I talked rather freely about the Caribbean Sea and the Paci.fie and it 
was all in the papers the next day. You have asked a question which it 
is perfectly proper to ask, and I will sit down and discuss it with you 
some time, but I do not want to embarrass foreign relations by mak
ing statements which might be misunderstood and c1·eate offense where 
none is meant to be given. 

Then you are confronted with this situation : When the Sec
retary of the Navy is asked to tell us whether we should build 
more battleships, why he belie>es it is necessary, he declines to 
gfre any reason on the ground that it might get into the news
papers. 

'.rhe CHAIRUAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HENSLEY. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman from Mississippi may conclude his speech. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HENS

LEY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Missis
sippi may conclude his speech. 

· :\fr. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I hope no one will object to 
that. 
· l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Chairman, reserr-ing the right to object, I 

would like the information from some one as to how long gen
eral debate is to run on this bill. If some gentleman desires to 
ask unanimous consent for some length of time, I shall not ob
ject. 

l\Ir. MURRAY. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from l\lississippi be given 15 minutes to 
continue his remarks. 

l\Ir. BUCHANAN. I ask that he be gi'\"en half an hour. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. l\IANN. I object to the request to continue until he con

cludes. 
l\lr. GREGG of Texas. l\lr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent that the gentleman may proceed for 40 minutes longer. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Texas asks una.ni

mou§l consent that the gentleman from l\Iississippi may proceed 
for 40 minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. WITHERSPOON. :Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the 
Navy has not only declined to give any reason to the committee 
and the committee has not only no reason to give to this House 
which it got from the experts, or in the evidence before us, 
but the Secretary of the Navy has plainly told us that we did 
have about as many battleships as we need. He was asked this 
question: 

Mr. GREGG. Twenty-one in the first line. 
Secretary MEYER. The ideal numbe1· which the Navy Department 

hopes to wo1·k up to is a fleet of 41 battleships, with necessary aux-
1llaries, 21 ln the active fleet and 20 in the reserve fleet. 

According to that statement of Secretary Meyer, the ideal num
ber of battleships is 41, and we already have 38. · 

Again, on page 21 of his aunual report, the Secretary uses 
this language : 

A total of 41 battleships, with a proportional number of other fight
ing and auxiliary ve sels is. ln the opinion of the Secretary the least 
that will place this country on a safe basis in its relations wlth other 
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world powers. This number should be reached as soon as practicable, 
?-Dd then the fleet should be kept up to its standard strength by replac
mg obsolete vessels with new ones by a uniform yearly replacement 
program. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Nacy him
self refutes the idea that we must ha.1e a yearly program ancl 
continue to build battleships er-ery year. He clearly tells us 
there is a limit to the number of battleships beyond which it is 
useless to go. He fixes this limit at 41, and declares that is 
the ideal number, but he declines to giye us any reason at all 
why 38 is not just as ideal as 41, ·and I think it would be an 
impossibility for any human being to sit down and figure out 
and prove how 41 battleships with 30 more guns on them would 
do any more good than 38 with 232. The truth is that we har-e 
long since passed the ideal number of battleships that could be 
effectively used in a battle, and the building of more is a useless 
waste of the people's money. 

But not only the present Secretary of the Navy bas told us 
this, but it was not the first time that the Congress has been 
so advised by the officers of the Navy Department. We har-e 
had that information before, and I call your attention to the 
fact that the Secretaries of the Navy have means of informa
tion which we have not. They are in constant contact with ex
perts on this subject. They have nothing to do but study this 
question, and they learn more about it than we can possibly 
learn. 

Now, I want to call your attention to what the Secretarv 
of the Navy said in 1905. He used this language in his annual 
report: 

The aggregate of our battleships, armored cruisers coast-defense 
vessels, built, building. and authorized, would seem ' according to 
present indications, sufficient to provide for any conttDgencies within 
the limit of probabilities. 

That is what he said about the Na1y in 1905. This state
ment of the Secretary of the Na1y was indorsed by the then 
President of the United States in his annual message in these 
words: 

It does not seem to me neces..sary, however, that the Navy should at 
least ~n the imme.diate future, be increased beyond the pre ent nu~uer 
?f umts. W?at Il:i now clearly necessary is to substitute efficient fol' 
rnefficient umts as the latter beco!Ile worn out or as it bC'comes appar
ent that they are useless. 

l\Ir. SHERWOOD. What is the date of that? 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. Nineteen hundred and fi\e. 
Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 

that in 1905, at the time the Secretary of the Nar-y adnse<l. 
Congress th_at our fleet was then sufficient to provide for all 
contingencies within the range of probability and at the same 
time when the President of the-United States in his mes age in
formed Congress that the units of the Navy should not be in
creased, our Navy consisted of 24 battleships, 12 completed and 
12 under the process of construction. Since that time we ha ye 
constructed 1 more battleship and 13 Dreadnoughts, which ha.r-e 
more guns and more powerful guns. and which more than 
double the capacity of the Navy. If a Republican President ancl 
a ~epubl~can S~retary of th~ Nar-y believed, as they said they 
beheYed rn 190::>, that our JSayy was sufficient to provide for 
m·erything within the range of possibilities, and that the units 
should not be increased, and if since then we haYe more tllan 
doubled our Nar-y, then I ask Democrats if they think we oucrht 
to add still more to it? [Applause.] "' 

And I call your attention to the position of the highest au
thority on naval affairs in this House, the chairman of the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs, the gentleman from Tenne see [Mr. 
PADGETT], who said, in his speech to the House in 1908, that 
he protested against adding four more battleships to our Nacy, 
and he declared on the floor of the House that the Nacy as it 
then existed was magnificent. Since that tJme we haxe added 
nine dreadnoughts to the Navy, and if it was magnificent then 
I defy any Member of this House to suggest an adjective that 
will accurately describe it now: [Applause.] 

In 1911 there was a mobilization of a part of our fleet at 
New York. The number of vessels present was 123 . . President 
Taft was present, and he made a speech on that occasion, and 
in that speech he described the Navy as magnificent. He 
boasted that he had there under his eyes the fastest and the 
most powerful dreadnoughts in the world. That was the opinion 
of President Taft. The fact is that over a period of 120 years 
from the time that John Paul Jones first unfolded the flag t~ 
the breeze of the English Channel down to this time, our Navy 
has always been efficient, adequate, vast, magnificent, glorious, 
and victorious; but when it stands in the way of extra.r-agance 
and greed it sinks down to the low level of inefficiency and 
inadequacy. [Applause.] 

But if all this evidence is insufficient to show that our Navy 
is fully adequate , for the public defense and that its increase 
in the number of units would not increase its efficiencv then we 
.submit that the expenditure of $46,418,925 more would.' not help 

'. 
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the matter. Since 1883 we ha·rn spent on our Naval Establish- make any difference whether they have navies or not. People 
ment $1,963,094,608.77, and of this vast sum $202,195,607. 3 has are going to fight just as long as human nature remains us it is, 
been invested in battleships, beside the five now under con- and navies c~n not pre1·ent it. 
struction, which will run the amount up to $250,000,000. If I would rather depend upon the Bible of God than upon these 
this vast sum will not secure an adequate battleship fleet, it is engines of destruction to protect us against war. rAppfause.] 
useless to spend more. Excepting Egland, we ha·rn spent more But it is told arotmd on eTery side that we ought to build 
already than any other nation of the world. We have in the more battleships because we have a number of battle hips that 
Just decade spent $410,455,321 more than France, $452,666,114 are obsolete. They tell us that when a battle hip is 20 years old 
more than Germany, and $1,019,89-0,156 more than Japan. it becomes obsolete and should be discarded and not counted; 

The greatest total naval expenditure in one year by Germany If that were a good argument it would have no application here, 
was, in round numbers, $110,000,000, or $26,000,000 less than because the oldest battleships we hav~the Massachusetts, the 
we spent in 1911. The greate t spent by France in one year is Iowa, the Indiana, and the Oregon, built in 1896 and 1897-are 
• 89,000,000, or $47,000,000 less than our greatest expenditure. just 17, 16, and 15 years old now, and if the 20-year argument 
The greatest amount ever spent by Japan in one year was is a good one why not jost wait nntil the time comes before you 
$46,000,000, or $90,000,000 less than our greatest annual ex- make it? 
penditure. If ·with this enormous expenditure of money we ' But I say that there is nothing in that. Admiral Dewey tells 
have not been able to build a fleet adequate to protect us us that the hull of a battleship will last 100 years, and o far as 
against any of these powers, then we had better place our the guns are concerned, they are just as good as they were 
reliance on other means and not depend on naval vessels. when those ships were new. Each one of those battleships has 

And, again, if our Navy is inadequate to the public defense four 13-inch guns-four guns that take three or four hundred 
for the want of a sufficient number of vessels, then it will not pounds of powder in them to shoot a shell-and they will shoot 
help matters to build more, for the reason that we have not that shell 13 miles with the same accuracy and with the same 
and can not procure the officers to man them. The te timony destructive force as they did when they were first made. 
before- the committee shows that we lack 3,000 officers and How, then, does a vessel become obsolete? The only thing 
.G,000 enlisted· men necessary to operate the ships we hav-e. The that wears out about these guns is the lining. After you have 
'enlisted men ba\e to be trained and officers have to be educated fired them 300 times the erosion caused by the- smokele s pow
be!ore they are competent to take charge of war vessels. Bat- der prevents them from shooting with the &'lme accuracy as 
tleships without officers and men are useless, and at the present before. But we have expended thousands and thousands of dol
rate of graduation it will take the Naval Academy 20 years to Jars in keeping all our guns relineJ, and the testimony of our 
supply the ships we already have with officers. It is therefore experts on that subject is that when you reline a gun it shoots 
nothing le~s than folly and the most inexcusable extravagance with the very same accuracy and with the very same destructive 
to co~tinue the building of µJ.ore ships when we know that we force that it did when the gun was new. 
can not use them. But the Secretary of the Navy himself tells us that the policy 

If the public defense were the object to be ~ttained, if . the of the Government has been and is now to keep all these ships, 
·efficiency and adequacy of the Navy were the purpose in view, with their guns, up to a state of efficiency acco1·ding to the 
if the profits to be made out of the construction of more ships original design; and, in accordan~e with that policy, within the 
.were not the inspiration of the clamor for them, we would take last few years these old battleships, with their armament, have 
u few of the $46,000,000 which the bill proposes to expend on new been repaired and renewed and made like new. Their mounts 
ships and invest them in the enlargement of the Naval Academy, and their turrets have been modernized. On the Oregon alone 
so as to provide the officers necessary for the ships we have. , tl:iey have expended $621,000 to make heT as good as she eve1· 

I submit, however, that the correctness of the position taken was. Now, if these old ships are so soon to die of old age, tben 
by the minority of the committee will become still more. ap- I say it was criminal extravagance to waste all that money on 
parent if you will just consider the arguments put forth in them. 
favor of increasing the Navy. The clamor for a bigger Navy is But the money has not been wasted. These guns will shoot 
so dogmatic and insistent that it is perfectly plain that if there just as well as they would when they were new, and this pre
;were any good reasons to be given for it they would be given, text about these ships being obsolete is just one of those inven
and if the reasons given for it are fallacious, it is the best tions to induce us to. squander the public money. That is all 
assurance that no good ones exist. there is to that. 

I want to call your attention to these pretended reasons. I But we are told that if we stop building battleships it will 
am frequently told the Navy is an insurance, and the Secretary be only a few years before we will sink to fifth place among 
of the Navy himself states in his annual report that it is an in- the navies of the world. That is an argument that is frequently 
sm·ance, and uses that as an argument. advanced. That contention is based on a comparison between 

Any resemblance between the Navy and a policy of insurance our Navy and the navies of foreign countries, and a comparison 
~s impossible for me to detect. Insmance is a contract by which leaves out of consideration 25 of our battleship ., which 
,which the insurer, for. a small amount of money called a "pre- 25 are to be regarded just like the drinks of Rip Van Winkle
mium," agrees to pay a much larger amount in the contingency they are not to be counted at all. [Laughter.] And it is based 
ins1ued against. Now, what resemblance bas a navy to that'? on the assumption that the~e advocates of a larger navy know 

In the last 20 years we ha·rn bad one war which, according to what foreign governments are going to do in the future. In 
the best estimates, cost ·us about $300,000,000. During that other words, they are prophets. They cnn tell you what for
time we have spent $1,963,094,608.77 on the Navy. In other eign governments are going to do next year and the year after. 
,words, if that be regarded as the premium on the insurance-, Secretary Meyer says it is very difficult for the department 
,we have paid as a premium six times as much as the loss itself itself to find out about these matters. 
and then paid the entire loss besides. [Applause.] And yet So, not counting the 25 of our battleships and then counting 
this loose, nonsensical talk about insurance finds lodgment in how many battleships other countries are going to build in the 
the minds of sensible men. future, they have a process of counting by which the American 
· But if lt is meant by saying that a navy is an insurance Navy will sink to the fifth place in a few years. Of course 
ngainst war in the sense that it will prevent war, I deny that that is based on the assumption that the strength of a navy is 
proposition. Japan and China both had navies, but that fact proportionate to the number of guns, which I have shown is 
did not keep them out of war. Russia and Japan both had not correct. But ' if that be true, I submit to this committee 
navies; it did not keep them out of war. The United States that it is useless to spend any more money. Since 1883 we-have 
nnd Spain both had navies, and it did not prevent a war be- spent _nearly $2,000,000,000 on our Navy. Of that vast sum 
tween them. England had a great navy, but that fact did not $202,000,000 has been invested. in battleships alone, not count
keep her out of war with the Boers. The fact is that three- ing the five great dreadnoughts that are now in process of con
tfourths of the· nations of the earth ha\e no navies at all, and struction, and when they are completed we will have invested 
they do not have as many wars as these great countries with more than $250,000,000 in battleships alone. Within the past 
navies have. _ 10 years we have spent $452 666,114 moFe than France has 

.. Ir. SHERWOOD. How about the nary of Italy in the war spent. We have spent $410,455,321 more than Germany bas 
'tlith Turkey? _ · spent. We have spent over a billion dollars more than Japan 

1\Ir. WITHERSPOON. Yes; that is another example. Since has spent. '.rhe highest e:s:penditnre that Germany bas ever 
Hie destruction of the Russian fleet aml of the Spanish fleet made in one year is $110,000,000, which is $29,000,000 le s than 
and of the Chinese fleet, and since Russia and Spain and China we spent in 1911. The greatest expenditure that France bas 
J:arn ceased to have any fleet at all, they llave not bad any wars. ever made in one year fa $ 9,000,0-00, which is about $50,000,000 
'fhe fact is that nations, just like individuals, are led into wars less than we spent in that year; and the greatest amount that 
by their pas ions. It is the feeling of some real or fancied Japan has e-ver spent in one yeaF is $46,000,000, which is just 
wrong, ·or the greed and a ni:rice for aggrandizement or com- $90,000,000 less than our highest annual naval expenditure. 
ine.i:cial advantages, that leads them into war, and it does not :We haye spent in the last 10 years $109,146,966 more than Ger-
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many and Japan both together. In other words, for the last 
decade we ha\e spent $10,000,000 e\ery year more than both of 
those countries put together. We have spent $66,936,173 more 
than France and Japan both together have spent in the last 10 
years, or $6,000,000 more every year for 10 successive years 
than both of those nations combined. And I say that if the 
expenditure of this money has not given us an adequate Navy, 
we had better quit and depend on something else for our 
defense. [Applause.] · 

This contention really is that we ought to build more ships, 
not because our Navy is inadequate, but because foreign Gov
ernments will build more. The truth is that foreign Govern
ments have been struggling to keep up with us. When within 
10 years we spend $410,455,321 more on our Navy than France, 
$452,666,114 more than Germany, and $1,019,890,156 more than 
Japan, it looks like the cheek of logic to contend that we ought 
to spend more because they will do so. We build more ships 
because they do and they build more because we do, and so all 
the enlightened nations of the earth, according to this conten
tion, are running a race of folly to build useless ships each 
because the other does. Since Germany, France, and Japan 
ha-ve all these years been under our influence and have been 
impoverishing their people to build useless battleships because 
we have set them the example, the only logical conclusion is 
that if we were to abandon this foolish policy these great 
Gornrnments of Europe would follow us in our wisdom more 
readily than they followed us in our folly. At any rate, we do 
not favor that monkey-like statesmanship which imitates the 
follies of foreign Governments. 

Now, in conclusion, I want to say that the expenditure of 
$46,418,925 for new ships is an inexcusable, unjustifiable, crim
inal waste of the public funds. [Applause.] And I appeal to 
the majority in this House to stand up for economy. I appeal 
to you to vindicate the wisdom of the Democratic caucus, which 
determined three different times that we did not need any more 
battleships, and that determination stands there unreversed 
and unrescinded to-day. It is the last expression of the party 
on that subject. 

Kot only that, but eT"ery Democratic platform from 1832 down 
to the present time has pledged the party to economy, and it is 
now up to us to say whether we will stand on the promises 
that brought us i~to office, or will ignore and break them after 
we have gotten the goods that we obtained by making them. 

If there is anyone who is not willing to ·respond to the appeal 
to comply with Democratic promises, then I want to make this 
appeal, that they be at least as good as the Republicans have 
been in the past. The Republicans have had sufficient regard 
for economy and for th~ condition of the Treasury, they have 
had sufficient sympathy for the tolling masses of the people, 
who are groaning under the burdens of taxation and looking 
with longing hearts and expectant hopes to us for relief-the 
Republicans have had sufficient regard to these things during 
:fiye different years to refuse to authorize any battleships at all. 

In 1891, in 1893, jn 1894, in 1897, in 1901 the Republicans did 
not authorize any battleships. In 1892, in 1904, in 1906, and 
1907 the Republicans showed a sufficient regard for the condi
tion of the ·Treasury, and a sufficient regard for economy, and 
a sufficient sympathy for the overburdened people of this coun
try to refuse to authorize more than one battleship. And I 
now put it up to Democrats to show the country whether it is 
possible for them to be as good as Republicans. [Loud ap
plause.] 

1\lr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, on :Monday last, the 17th of 
this month, a very different scene was presented in this Cham
ber, a much more interesting scene than this. l\Iembers were 
present in their seats to the number of about 300, and each 
Member with bated breath was asking his fellow l\Iember, 
"Will the bill pass?" There was no declaration of war, Mr. 
Chairman, about to be declared, no great qnestion of national 
import was under discussion; the question merely was, " Will 
I get that public building for my district?" and nearly all 
the membership of the Honse was here to obtain, if possible, 
that delectable piece of patronage. [Laughter and applause.] 
I -venture the assertion, Mr. Chairman, that if we could fake a 
battleship home to our district and run it up and down some 
local creek or river in one of the doubtful counties of our own 
home domain that e-very l\Iember of the House would be present 
in his sent to-day crying for a vote on the pending measure 
and asking that the number of battleships be increased so that 
every district in this country of ours could ha -ve one. 

But this is a different matter. This is a question which 
touches the subject of national defense and the general welfare 
of this country. My amiable and distinguished friend from 
1\Iississippi who has just taken his seat [Judge WITHERSPOON] 
informs us that wars are always the result of avarice and 

passion. If I read history correctly, the distinguished gentle
man's ancestor was a signer of the Declaration of Independence. 
I should like to ask him what element of avarice or passion 
entered into his ancestor's heart when he with his compatriots 
entered into war for this country against the yoke of England? 
What element of avarice or passion entered into the hearts of 
the American people when, with one accord in 1898, we de
manded of Spain that they cease their cruelties and withdraw 
from the island of Cuba? 

l\Ir. Chairman, I am old-fashioned enough to have some re
gard for the words and the expressed sentiments of the great 
Americans who have gone before. We opened the exercises of 
this House to-day by reading the noble words of Washington 
on the occasion of his farewell. 

Now, l\Ir. Chairman, I belie\e it is our bounden duty to 
regard the immortal words of that man, and these are the 
words of Washington to which I refer: 

The United States ought not to indulge a persuasion that contrary to 
the order of human events they will forever keep at a ilistance those 
painful appeals to arms with which the history of every other nation 
abounds. There is a rank due to the United States among nations 
which will be withheld, if not absolutely lost, by the reputation of 
weakness. If we desire to avoid insult we mu!>t be able to repel it; 
if we desire to secure peace, Qne of the most powerful instruments of 
our rising prosperity, it must be known that we are at all times ready 
for war. 

What is an adequate NaYy? I think all parties and all men 
agree that we ought to have an adequate Navy. The :Qemo
cratic platform says so. The Baltimore convention announced 
only last summer : 

The party which proclaimed and has always enforced the Monroe 
doctrine and was sponsor for the new Navy .will continue faithful to 
and observe the constitutional requfrements to provide and maintain 
an arlequate and well-proportioned Navy, sufficient to defend American 
policies, protect our citizens, and uphold the honor and dignity of the 
Nation. · 

The Republican platform declared: 
We believe in the maintenance of an adequate Navy for the national 

defense, and we condemn the action of the Democratic House of Repre
sentatives in refusing to authorize the construction of additional ships. 

The Washington or Progressite Party declared: 
We favor an international agreement for the limitation of naval 

forces. Pending. such an agreement, and as the best means of pre
serving peace, we pledge ourselves to maintain for the present the 
policy of buildng two battleships each year. 

Those three expressions I have just read announce the de
termined policy of the three parties which contended for mas
tery last fall, and in a direct manner reflect the sentiments of 
the large mass of the American people. '.rhe President of the 
United States in his message this year said; 

I urgently recommend that the Congress make up the mistake of last 
session by appropriations authorizing the construction of three battle
ships in addition to destroyers, fuel ships, and other auxiliary vessels, 
as shown in the building program of the general board. We are con
fronted hy a condition in re ·pect to the navies of the world which re
quires us, if we would maip.tain our N1\VY as an insurance of peace, to 
augment our naval fo1·ce by at least two battleships a year, and by 
battle cruisers, gunboats, torpedo destroyers, and submarine boats in a 
proper proportion. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the advice of the Secretary of the 
Navy? I think he ought to know, from an administrative stand
point at least, what the needs of the country are and what is 
an adequate Navy. To quote from his report: 

Experience has shown the wisdom of systematic preparation for war. 
If we wait until a crisis comes it is then too late to make effective 
preparations, and the result is confusion, waste, and unnecessary loss 
of life. In any war involving the United States the control of the sea 
will be of the utmost and deciding importance. Such control can be 
obtained only by an efficient Navy of sufficient strength. 

The question I ask of this House is, Have we an adequate 
Navy? Shall we recognize the truth of the proposition that. the 
world moves? An adequate NaYy depends not upon what our 
judgment may be concerning our armament of to-day, but it 
depends on how it compares with other armaments with which 
it may come in conflict in the coming days. I . suppose, in the 
judgment of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WITHER
SPOON], the navy of Commodore Perry in Lake Erie, 100 years 
ago this coming June, was an adeqnate Navy then and ought to 
be to-day, or that the Na--ry that ' Farragut used at l\Iobile Bay 
was an adequate Navy then and ought to be to-day; or that tlle 
Navy which Dewey employed at Manila, and Sampson and 
Schley used at Santiago, was an adequate Navy 15 years ago, 
and therefore ought to be an adequate Navy to-day. Not at all, 
Mr. Chairman. I beg to call to the attention of the gentleman -
from Mississippi, and to the ' attention of every gentleman of 
this committee who listened or applauded or said amen to his 
words, that the world mo-ves, that the battleships that we are 
building to.-day are three times the sizs of the battleships em
ployed by Dewey in the last engagements in which this country 
took a part. 

Mr. LOUD. Six times as large. 
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Mr. BATES. Some of them six times as Iarge, but our first- good projects; agriculture, - Indian affairs, the Interior De
class· battleships then, the Iowa and the Itidiarut, were ships ot partment, all splendid projects, but they all pale into insig
only about 10r()(}() tons, while the ships we are building to-day nificance they all become as nothing, they all become as mere 
like the Pemt81.Jltania, are of 31.,500 tons. The iron that they toys and fli_ppant things compared with following the words of 
threw was thrown from 6-inch guns, ~inch guns, and 8-inch George Washington, to maintain an adequate defen e and keep 
guns. Our best ship were equipped wi_th _only two 13-inch gun~ ~'P our Army and our Navy so that in case peril should arise, 
whereas the. Drca_dnoughts- we are ~uilding to-day, to C?pe, if . m case war should at any moment be imminent, we shall be 
nec~ssary, either m moral effect or m actual wal'fare, with the ready to strike the first blow and if po sible bring about peace 
navies of the world have 12, 13, and 14 inch guns, so that before hostilities shall actually commence by a settlement under 
one of the ships that we are building to-day is equn.l to three or the rules of honor and decency and international re~rd which 
foUl' in fighting capacity of those that we buHt 20 years ago. we shall impose from time to time through the mo~1th of our 

Wha.t is necessary to maintain an adequate Navy? My good Secretaries of State. [Applause.] 
friend admits in his first premise that he is willing to maintain Now, Mr. Chairman, I again emphasize this proposition that 
an adequate Navy, and then adds that he thinks that we have the words "increase of Navy" is a misnomer. If we should 
an adequn.te Navy. He quotes the distinguished chairman of the build or authorize three or four more battleships this-year, as 
Committee on Nayal Affairs, the gentleman from Tennessee is rece>mmended by the general board and the Secretary of the 
[Mr. PADGETT] 1 who has presided over the Naval Committee not Navy, we would perhaps be increasing our naval estabUshment. 
only with dignity and impartiality, but with fairness and rare con- The Secretary of the Navy, in his annual report December last, 
sum.mate ability, delving with great diligence and research into recommended 4 battle hips, 2 battle cruisers, 16 destroyers, 1 
the subjects which have come into the making up of this bill, destroyer tender, 2 transports, 1 ammunition ship, 6 submarines, 
and he quotes him as saying three or four years ago that we had 1 submarine tender, 1 supply ship, 2 gunboats, 2 sea-going tugs, 
a magnificent Navy and did not need four battleships. Suppose 1 d:ry dock, and 1 submarine testing dock. I ask the members 
we did ba"l'e a magnificent Navy four years ago. The world has of this committee if in view of the request of the Secretary: 
moved in naval architecture and nayal munitions even in the of the Nnvy, reflecting the recommendations of the general 
last four years. board, in view of the recommendations made in the bill that 

Referring agRm to the very interesting remarks of the gentle- was reported practically unanimously from the committee, if 
mun from Mississippi [l\lr. WITHERSPOON], I would like to ask that is not a modest program, to wit, instead of 4 battleship , 2 
him why Japan won over Russia-the little nation O\er the big? battleships; no battle cruisers, as were asked for; instead of 
It wa~ because Japan was ready; Russia was not; because 16 destroyers, 6 destroyers; no destroyer tender; instead of 2 
Japan had sunk five of the enemy's ships before her opponents- transports, 1 tralispbrt; no ammunition ship; instead of· 6 
realized that war was on. Why did Japan conquer ~rver China? submarines, 4 submarines; 1 supply ship; no seagoing tugs; 
Because she had more money? No. It was becaUBe she. was no dry dock; and no submarine testing dock? 
ready to strike first · she was prepared; she was known among If I should make no other point, I desire to make- this one, 
the nations of the w~rld · and she was ready to strike when the that the present bill, with its 2 battleships, its 4 de troyers. 
occasion arose. The wa~ between England and the Boers ~as its .. 4 S1;1b.marines, its 1 transp_ort, and 1 supply shi:p, is merelY, 
cited by my distinguished friend as an illustration that nations mamtarmng the present efficiency of the Navy. Why 2 Be
would engage in wars, although they had an adequate navy. cause, as the Secretary points out, there will be 4 battleships 
Why the Boers had no navy, and the English navy played little next year over 20 years old, and they will have to be withdrawn· 
part 'in that internal warfare. That war was not a question of from the second line. They will not continue to be ceunted in 
naval strength at all, except in the long run it gave England the present strength of the _fleet. 
an advantage which its opponents did not at any time possess. You ask me what battle hips those are. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
Suppose, for instance, that the Boers bad had a navy, not, per- their names are household words. They are the bldlana, the 
haps, as large as England's or ours, but an adequate navy to repel Oregon, the _llla.ssachusetts, and the Io1?a. It was most fortui
England's transports; that might have prevented England from tous or prondential for the people of this country that Secretru.-y, 
landing her troops in Africa; and have even won in the end if Whitney had the honor of inaugurating in a large degree what 
~hey had been equipped with even. a navy. And I want, in is called the modern Navy, and because there was foreknowledae 
passing, to call to your attention what the moral effect of a enough to build those ships, _who~ names I have just read, we 
navy is of benefit before hostilities. are entei.-ed into. I suppose were saved from an el'el"lastmg disgrace in 1898~ 
gentlemen read in the papers last week-:-1 know I did, and with Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Tben th~ gontl~.n atsagrM with hi~ 
a feeling of just pride-the fact that on the west coast Qt colleagu& from lliinofs [Mr. Foss} that the Democratic Party -
Mexico, when ;the battleship Georgia. and thl·ee other battleships has never done anything for the Navy? 
went into those harbors the- whole feeling of danger for Mr. BATES. No. I think as a general proposition the uen• 
Americans- or danger for foreigners or foreign interests at once tleman from Illinois [Mr. Fo s] is right. I will tell the gentle
disappeared. T·he moral effect of the battleships there spread man from Rhode Island wby: .Mr. Secretary Whitney in a lucid 
a sentiment throughout .Mexico that the United States was interval arranged for the building of our first modern cruisers-
ready; that we were prepared; and because we were prepared at least they were modern for that time. After the War with 
we have not bad to strike a blow in Mexico·, and, in my judg- Spain nnd we had demonstrated the wisdom of-that aetfon, how: 
ment, will not be required to, because we are ready to strike wise it had been on the part of the .Americ:an people to be sup
the blow if occasion should demand it. And for that reason plied with those battleships, and had saved ourselves from a 
when the United States speaks, when 1\Ir. Knox, the Secretary mitional disgrace, the Republican Party has come into thi& 
of' State, sends a note, be speaks with authority, and when Mr. Chamber every year since with an adequate naval program and 
Bryan, if he should be his successor, shall speak to 1\Iexico for the Democratic Party has opposed it. 
order and discipline and right regard for lives and property of Mr. O'SHAU:N'ESSY. wm the gentleman yield 1 
foreigners in that Republic. the note coming from the office of ?tfr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield? 
the Secretary of State, not because it is couched in this or that .Mr. BATES. Yes. 
language, not because they have regard for the statesmanship The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 
or brains that pens it, but because they have a wholesome fear Mr. BATES. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
of the battleships that are behind it, it goes with authority in Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 
1\Iexico and it will be heeded. [Applause.] Talk about insur- Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman from Rhode Islnnd 
ance. The insurance that the Navy of this country means to [Mr. O'SHAUNESSY] that the birthdqy of the American Navy; 
this country and to its people is not an in urance in money, is was when we authorized the first ships of the present Navy. 
not the insmanee in mere Yaluable posses ions, it is an insur- That was on March 8', 1883, in the administration of President 
:.mce against the taking of life, it is an insurance :igainst the Arthur, when Mr. Chandler was Secretary of the Navy. It is 
shedding of blood, it is an insurance against the spending of true that in Mr. Cleveland's time, under his Secretary, Mr. 
untold millions in a long-drawn-out war, and it is my candid Whitney, an advance was made in the policy of building up the 
opinion that because this country, unde1· the administratie>nS" American Navy· bot after that it is well known that CJe-veland 
with which it has been blessed for the last 16 years, has main- nnd bis adminlstration were repudiated by the Democratic 
tained a state of preparedne s in case war should be imminent, Party and Oieyeland repudiated the Democratic Party, and since 
has averted intervention in Mexico this year. A million or two- that time it has passed: into the pos~ssion af William Jennings 
here or there may be spent each year, with great propriety an<l Bryan. 
economy too, to maintain the efficiency, to keep up the ade:- Mr. O'SHAUNESSY. Mr. Chairman dld I understand the 
quacy of our fighting units and! our .fighting strength. gentleman to say th:it Mr. Whitney in ~ lucid moment--

Oh, they say, let us put it in public buildings, let us have it Mr. BATES. Oh, I used the word <t lucid" purely in a Pick
in our districts, let us have it count for our renomination or wickinn sense. Let me substitute the words "opportune or 
reelection where the people can see it, let us builcl roads; all fortunate moment.' 
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l\Ir. O'SHAUNESSY. I want to· say to the gentleman it was · Mr. BATES. I under tand it as well as I tli.d in the fit.rt: 

a Yery good thing for the Republican Party and the enti1·e place. [Laughter.] 
Nation that we had a a\Ir. Whitney to lay an enduring founda- I want to say to the gentleman that if the cUstinguished chair-
tion and set an example for .the Republicans to follow. man of the Committee on Appropriations made uch n. stat.e-

1\Ir. BATES. I agree with th~ gentleman from Rhode Island ment-I did not hear him make it; I llilxe u great deal of con
in the sentiment that it was to the great credit of Secretary fidence in the correctness of his statements-and if he malle-
:Whitney to assist in inaugurating the movement, but it was not M1'. WARBURTON. Did not the gentleman hear him state 
to the credit of the Democratic Party to desert him and bis this, that the appropriations that he rncommended on, tlle sn11-

chief, Mr. Cle1eland, after he bad helped inaugurate the mo-ve- dry chi.I bill were about 20 or 30 per ccllt le s thau tho. recom
ment. mended by the department.!, and that hi. recommendation~ or 

Mr. FOSS. In other words, it is not to be put down to the the recommendations on his appropriation bill, amounted. to 
credit of the present Democratic Party? $113,000,000? I think I run right about it. 

1\Ir. BATES. No. And, Mr. Chairman, I will say In further : Mr. BATES. I have no doubt .about that. That i.s goo(l 
answer to the question of the gentleman from Rhode Island housekeeping. But - I d-0 not know how that touches on the 
·ll\fr. O'SHAUNESSY], before we had learned the l~sson of 1898 question of national defense, which is a question of nation~l jm
.we would never ham had occasion to engage in: war with Spain, portance. 
and Spain would never have had the temerity to engage in a war l\Ir. MONDELL. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
,With the United States had she known that we had within a few me for a suggestion on that point? 
years built our modern battleships. You remember the saying Mr. BATES. I yield t-0 the gentleman from Wyoming. 
of Secretary Taft. when he was Governor General of the Phillp- Mr. MO~"DELI.1. I wanted to suggest that I trunk the gen-
pines, when our President suggested .sending our tleet around tleman from Washington [Ur. W ABBUfil'O• ] is slightly mistaken. 
the world, that "It is a good thing to fill the eye of the orien- Many of the items in the sundry civil bill '"ere cut down, in
taL" Very good. If we had filled the eye of the oriental, and eluding the item the gentl~man himself \s intere ted in, in order 
had filled the eye of the eiti.zens of Old Hispania about a year that we might appropriate $5,000,000 for th~ fortification of the 
or two before the occm'l'ence of 1898, I assert that it would Panama Canal. 
never haye been necessary to have engaged in the War with Mr. WARBURTON. That is the gentleman's own conclu ion. 
Spain, because if they had had the knowledge that we were as He cut it down t-0 $113,000,-000 in order that we might get two 
prepared as we were, they would never have allowed us to battleships or colliers to carry coal to Panama. 
strike n blow, but would nave withdrawn peaceably from Cuba · Mr. BATES. Tlrnt would not ha\e anything to do with the 
and left the island, or at least reduced it to a peace basis, as we naval program. 
demanded. Mr. WARBURTON. It had everything to do with it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are going on with the program, and l\Ir. BA.TES . . It was because the Panama Oanal expenses are 
I congratulate n large number of Members -0n the other side met by the Appropriations Committee that its chairman was 
of the aisle that we are proceeding to maintain and keep up the concerned for colliers and transports for Panama. It had 
adequa-cy of our present Na val Establishment. I am glad that nothing to do with battleships. ~ 
so many of the Members on the -0ther side of the aisle have l\Ir. McKENZIE. The gentleman stated that the building of 
some faith in the efficiency of their own party, that it will not two battleships by this Congress, or the authorizing of their 
run amuck, fhat it will not so cripple the aliairs of this country building, would not increase the Navy; that there would " be 
that we can not pay the ordinary bills for the maintenance of four battleships withdrawn from the second line. 
our country, not only for battleships, but for the general main- Mr. BATES. Ye.s. 
tenance of the Army and Navy and the construction of public Mr. McKENZIE. I want to a.sk whether or not those four 
buildings, and provide the means for the .anactment of all the ships are retired from tile service, or is the expense of main· 
other great supply bills that eome in from time to time. I con- taining them and their crews continued? . 
gratulate a large number, I believe a majority of the majority, Mr. BATES~ I think I can answer that question. The gen
on the fact that they have confidence in the ability of their tlemau from Mississippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON] used an uufortu
party to conduct the affail~s of state, to carry on the fiscal af- nate wo1·d when he said they became "obsolete." That is a 
fairs of this great Republic, and to see to it that there shall be little too stro11g~ They are merely withdrawn from the first 
sufficient re\enues, sufficient funds to meet the needs of the and second lines of defense and used for hnrbor protection or 
country, and to keep up an adequate Navy, as was advised by in case of emergency, in case they need to be pressed into 
,V\rashington and is advised now by the party platforms, and to service. They ar·e only maintained at a partL'll expense. Only 
retain the place that we haye won so proudly among the nations . a few men are maintained on them, not a full comple.ment ot 
of the world. fApplause.] officers and men at all, and they are usually :mchored around 

Mr. w ARBURTON. Mr. Chairman, will th~ gentleman the navy yards as emergency ships in case we should be pressed 
yield 1 or need them, possibly, tor transports for carrying pUTposes in 

case of war. '.rhey are not under the usual expense, howeyer, 
The CHAIRMAN. Does tile gentleman yield? of first-class battleships or cruisers: 
Mr. BA'I'ES. I do. J\Ir. McKENZIE. Does the gentleman know about how much 
l\1r. WARBURTON. The gentleman understands, does he that reduction would be? 

not, that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations Mr. BATES. I should say 50 or 60 per cent. I have not the 
feels it absolutely necessary to deprive the States .of internal figures here, but they are reduced to a minimum, some of them 
improvements in order to get this second battleship? to merely a nominal expense of possibly 10 per eent. 

Mr. BATES. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Will he please M1·. McKENZIE. I am not asking these questions for the 
state that question again? purposes of criticism, but for information. The gentleman said 

1\Ir. WARBURTON. I say the gentleman und.erstands that there would be no increase. 
the chail·man of the Committee on Appropriati-0ns thinks it Mr. BATES. I understand. How much more time h~rrn I, 
nece sary to deprive the States of necessary internal improve- l\fr. Chairman? 
n:i.ents in order to get a second battleship, does lle not? The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 21 minutes. 

1\lr. BATES. Ob, n-0; I think not. Mr. BATES. I desire to use only a few of those minutes. 
l\fr. W ARBURT01 :r. Well, the other day he showed how he The four battleships which the Secretary states will be o•er ~O 

had eliminated probably $20,000,000 from the sundry civil bill years old next year, and will haYe to be withdrawn as fighting 
that the different departments . had reco~nded. units at all, except in the direst extremity and nec.?ssity, are 

l\Ir . . BATES. Well, but Ile stated that that had no effect on comparatively smfil1 ships when compared with th-0se that we 
any other suppJy bill or ap11ropriation bill. are now authorizing. I belieYe that the two battleships which 

1\Ir. WARBURTON. I am not talking about supply bills. I · are authorized in the bill this year w.ill be able to take the 
nm talking about internal llllpro>ements recommended by the pla-ce of the four which will be retired before those can be built 
different dep::u·tments, assuming that they act with some sort which we are authorizing, because it takes from 30 to 36 months 
of judgment. to build a battleship after it is auth-0rized. 

l\lr. BATES. But what was the q1.1estion the gentleman Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
asked? [Laughter.] Mr. BATES. Yes. 

Mr. WARBURTON. I will state it again. That the ... chair"' Mr. POWERS. Then, what is there in the argument of the 
man of the Ap):}ro111·iatio11s Committee showed how the com- gentleman from l\Iississippl [Mr. WITHERSPOON] that these 
mittee had cut -down the appropflati-0ns from 20 to 30 per cent · battleships are just as effective for fighting pUl·poses now as 
on necessary internal impro>ements to meet the necessary de- they were 15 or 20 years ago? -
:ficit, and then, of course, to help out the 'Second battleship l\Ir. BATES. I am glad the gentleman alluded to that point 
proposition. Does tlle gentJeman understand that? whicil the gentleman from Mississippi f.Mr. WITHERSPOON] 
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seemed to dwell upon so long, because I think the gentleman 
from l\li sissippi spoke with great lack of information on that 
subject. The ships which won the battles in the last three or 
four narnl engagements ha·rn been the big ships, the ships that 
speak with 13 and 14 inch shells, and the ships that can throw 
12 or 14 of those shells within a few moments. One of those 
ships can do more destruction in battle than three or four or 
half a dozen of the old ships of 10 or 15 or 20 years ago. 

Ur. LOUD. As much as 60 such ships as they were then. 
Mr. BATES. The gentleman from Mi Si sippi [Mr. WITHER

SPOON], in his very unique views of the minority which be has 
prepared, states a hypothetical question: 

If you had 232 men around the Washington ~Ionument and hurling 
baseballs at it at the rate of ufl6 a minute, and 3,480 every five minutes, 
and if these balls did not de troy it, you would not conclude that the 
failure to destroy it was becau e tli'e number of balls was too small, 
and that a greater number of baseballs would destro'l it, but you would 
know that the cause of the failure was the lack o destructi're power 
and that an increase in the number would be useless. 

Ur. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BATES. No; not for a moment. The logical conclu

sion of every patriotic American would be to use more formidable 
projectiles against the Washington Monument if we desired to 
desh·oy it, and not to throw the 6-inch shells, which were used 
10 or 15 or 20 years ago, but to bring up the dreadnought 
Pennsylvania or the dreadnought Oli;lahoma, which has been 
authorized, or the dreadnought Nevada~ which has been au
thorized, and that with a broadside of twelve 14-inch guns we 
can reduce any fort or put out of commission a dozen of the 
battleships that were in use 10 or 15 or 20 years ago, and speak 
with the highest degree of efficiency against any ordinary arma
ment of any ordinary nation in the world. There would not 
be an increase in the number of baseballs, but an increase in 
tbe . ize, weight, efficiency, tensile strength, and T"elocity with 
which they could be propelled. 

l\lr. TRIBBLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. BATES. I will. 
Ur. TRIBBLE. The gentleman has referred to the naval 

battle in which the Spanish ships were captured. I will ask the 
gentleman if he knows that one year before the Spanish-Amer
ican War the whole appropriation for officers, men, and every
thing connected with the Navy, from men to ships, was only 
twice as much as is now paid for the active and retired officers 
of the present Navy? Does he know that the appropriation now 
i nearly 15,000,000 for officers, actiT"e and retired, in the Navy, 
rmd 1J1at the entire naT"al proT"ision in 1896 was only $30,000,000 
for all the Navy; and will the gentleman explain why the 
people sboulcl be burdened to pay this enormous sum to officers 
when a $30,000,000 Navy sent the whole Spanish Kavy to the 
bottom of the sea? 

Mr. BATES. I fear that the gentleman has not been in the 
Chamber, or, if he ha , that he has not caught the drift of my 
remarks. I have been trying to insist to this committee that 
the world moves, and that we have more battleships to-day
rnore formidable ones-a larger complement of officers and men, 
than we had 15 or 20 years ago. We are a greater Nation 
than we were then, '\Ye are greater than we were then by 
twenty millions of people, we haT"e greater reYenues in the 
'l'reasury than we had then, and we haye more proportionate 
reYenue to invest in a Navy than we had then. We have a 
greater national pride than we had then. We speak with 
greater authority among the nations of the world than we did 
then, and we haye a greater responsibility than we bad then, 
because we have the Panama Canal, we have the Philippines, 
we have Porto Rico, we have the Hawaiian Islands, and we 
have the surveillance of Cuba as well. 

Ur. OAl\IPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BATES. Certainly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. What is the comparative nayal strength 

of the possible enemies of the United States to-day as compared 
with 14 or 15 years ago? 

1\Ir. BATES. They are much larger.' I will read for the in
formation of the gentleman and for the benefit of the com
mittee the comparative strength of the leading nations of the 
world to-day as to tonnage. It is tonnage that counts; it is not 
the number of craft, of superannuated ships of the line 20 
years ago, but it is the tonnage that counts. 

England has built and is building 1,078,000 tons. Germany 
has built and is building 837,000 tons, or less than half that of 
Englnnd. We have built and are building 773,000 tons. France 
has built and building G30,000 tons, and little Japan has al
most G00,000 tons built and building. Russia has built and 
buHding 286,000 tons. We are the third, with France and 
Japan pressing us closely, and if we omit our building program 
to a sufficient amount to maintain our pre ent strength, they, 
with the great impetus they are under to-day, with their ambi-

tious narnl program, will put us in fifth place in le s than three 
years. 1 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BATES. Certainly. 
Mr. HARDY. If in less than 15 years in a time of profound · 

peace our naval bill is five times as much as it was 15 years ago 
bow many times what it is now will it be 15 years from now? • 

Mr. BATES. That is a fair question if it was founded oil 
correct premises. It is not five times as much as it was 15 
years ago. It has been increasing with the growth increased 
wealth, ~d responsibility of this country, but no fast~r than the 
growth m population and wealth and efficiency and respon 1-
bility of the country. 

Mr. HARDY. I do not want my premises incorrect. My un
derstanding is that the naval bill of 1897 amounted to $30-
0?0,000, and to-day it is almost $150,000,000, and that is · fi'f'~ 
tlilles the amount. Now, what will it be 15 years from to-day? 

Mr. BATES. I can not tell the gentleman what it will be 
but if t~e patriotic citizens of the Republic, irrespective of 
party,_ will hav~ due regard to the strength, both numerical and 
financial, of this country, and a due regard to : the building pro
gram o~ the other. grea.t nations of the world, our naval pro
gram ~ill be su~cient m 3, 7, or 10 years from now. If they 
are wise, they will keep abreast of the times. · 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman farnr me with just one 
guess of what it will be 15 years from now? 

Mr. BA'l"ES. That will depend upon the prosperity and 
strength of the country. . 

l\fr. HARDY. Five hundred million dollars; or what would 
the gentleman guess? 

Mr. BATES. Ob, I am not a prophet. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BATES. Yes. r 
Mr. KAHN. I take it from the gentleman's remarks that be 

favors the extension of the Navy for the purpose of national 
defense, for the purpose of being ready for an emergency. 

Mr. BATES. Yes. 
Mr. KAHN. Has the gentleman read in recent months of 

the strained relations that existed between England and Ger
manx? 

Mr. BATES. I have. 
Mr. KAHN. Does not the gentleman think that war has 

been averted between those nations by the fact that each of 
them is prepared in its own sphere of military and nava1 
readiness? · 

Mr. BATES. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the time of uni
vers::1. peace will come when every great nation will be in that 
condition of preparedness that will make war impossible and 
that is the condition that exists between England and Ger~any 
to-day. I believe that this Nation will avert war and maintain 
~ts own dignity when it is able to speak with authority, when 
it sends a note not only to Cuba or to Mexico but to some 
South American Republic, or to Spain, or some of the prouder 
nations beyond the Atlantic. I say, let no war come but I be
lieye that the day will be nearer when no war will' be in the 
h~rizon when we shall have actual preparedness, so that there 
will not be the hardihood on the part of the other nations of 
the world to provoke us into a bloody struggle. 

Mr. CLL. JE. l\Ir. Chairman, will the-gentleman yield? 
Mr. BATES. Certainly. 
l\lr .. cLrNE. T~e gentleman sars that next year we are going 

to retire the Indiana, the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and the 
Iowa. 

Mr. BATES. Yes. 
Mr. CLINE. I would like to know for what reason. Is it 

because of the defectiveness of the construction of those ves
sels or because the equipment is not up to date? 

Mr. BATES. Both. They are too small and too slow. They 
have no capacity for the big guns that are needed to-day to cope 
with the big guns of other nations, an<l because in a hundred 
respects they are out of date. 

l\Ir. CLINE. I would like to nsk the gentleman if all of those 
vessels are not equipped with 12-inch guns? 

l\lr. BATES. Oh, no; they are equipped with two each. The 
Massachusetts has two or four of the large gun . Their guns 
are mo tly small. The ships that we are building to-day have 
12, 13!, and 14 inch guns. 

Ur. CLINE. I would ask if there was not recently expended 
on one of those yessels oyer $600,000 to equip it with up-to-date 
equipment? 

·Mr. BATES. Ob, no; they are not heavy enough. 
Mr. CLINE. Was not that amount of money expended on one 

recently? 
l\Ir. BATES. One or two of them have been wen overhauled. 

But if we are going to sell either a n&Yy yard o~ a ship, we 

' 
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1want to ·k~ i.t iB _good ·repair.- If :the ·gentleman -has .a 110us.e; 
that ;he ;dees not ;need :my Jongel' for his .frunily, that is no 
reason ·why he -ahould .not paint it ani:i 1ind.ulge .in all mdinru·y 
. re.pairs. These are the ·ordinary repairs that are being put on 
_t.he older ships of the line. 

Mr. Chairman, I ,believe the way :to :avert rwar is to :be pTe
_pared for war. I hG_pe that -war ·will not come to this ·country 
in :my way whatever, as long as anyone 'in this Chamber -sees 
the light of day; but if it -sheuld .come, I .believ:e !it is the desire 
of eve1:y patriotic man and woman and child in-the country that 
·we ·shall be ready; that we 'Shall be :a.s l!eady .as Perry -w-as in 
his poor ·way 100 ,;rears ago on Lake Erie, or ·as Teady as Far
ragut was at 1\Iobile Bay, ur as Dewey and Schley -and -Sampson 
were at Manila and -Santiago, to ·strike and s:tnike successfully 
for the honor .and dignii;y of the Ameiie.an _people and "the 
Amerlcan .fiag. [Apr>lause.] 

I yield Lie balance of my time to ·W _g()ntleman 1iro.m Cali
fornia ~:.fr. KNOWLAND]. 
· Mr. KNOWLAND. l\lr. ,chairman, in the limited time al
lowed me I :will have opportunity only .to make r.eference to a 
ptatement made on the iloor of the House ·yesterday by the 
gentleman from W37o~g [Mr. MONDELL] in ..:relation to the 
fortification of the Pamt.ma Canal. I rea-d1rom _his 'Eemarks-: 

.have •a .nau, .and are searching "to -determine what is an ade
quate nal'.Y, not .whether we shouid .have .no navy or wllether 
.we .should ~have an ·ov:erweening nayY. ICll.erefore :my theme is 
.wbat -should be the dimensions -0f an adequate Jiavy . 

In order to .l'emina ,gentlemen that this is an inherent part .of 
.our institutions I will take up .the authoxity upon ·which it is 
founued. Starting first with the preamb1e in .the Constitution 
of .the '.United States :we find in the fir.st sentence the reasons 
stated .foi· establiShing .the Constitution of the United States, 
a.ud amongs those comprellen,sive reasons is the following: ".To 
provide for the comman defense." 

Again, in paragraph 13, of section 8, of article I of .the ·Con
stitution C.ong.ress j~ given power "to prav.ide and maintain 
a ·Na~.'' lt is not .neeessary to ·follow further the -question of 
auI.horities, other -than to cite the Democratic platforms af the 

-iast two campaigns . .1 will .read .a pamgra.Ph from the · Demo-
.era.tic .Platform of 19QS, as .follows: . -

The constitutional provison that a Navy shall be provided and 
maintained means .an adequate Na"\'y, and we believe that .the interests 
of this country would be best -served by having a Navy sufficient to 
·defend the coasts-

"Tha t is ·plural-
of this eountry and protect American citizens whereyer .their ri_gbts 
may 1le 1n jeopardy. 

As our treaty obligations now -stand the mo .gr:eatest ·nations in -the 'The _provtston of the Constitution referred to in the a:bove 
world are pledged .to the .defense of th.e canal. ·plank .is "the one cited above-: 

I wish -to call -n:ttention to the :fact that that statement .is To -provide and maintain a Navy. • 
:!ncorrect. Under the -first Hay-Pauncefote treaty the foll0wing .. It ·follows paragraph J.2, .of the same -section, which author-
langua.ge -was ·used : · 0 1 · d t · ·th limit ti 
~e ·high eontracting parties adoJJt a-s the ·basis of said ·neutrall- ~~ :!~~~~a=e f: th:u.z~y ·;~J~ ~tenda more ~h~~ 

-~ation- ~ 'h t 'it ill b 4-~ri lim.4-n·t' ' Ancl so forth. rnO .Years, lJ~ w .e ll?u::u .no 11.A. ion J:,9 put upon ·the 
:under the second Hay-'P.anncefote treuty, the <one which was : duty t.o _proude .and ~aintain ":1 Navy. 

:finally -ratified by b-oth ·great GoTernments, the 1'.dllowing Ian- That .means ~11 ovex the wo~ld. . _ 
:guage ·is 'Used.: 1 now rea~ fra:m the De~ocratic .platfoon -of 1912-the Balti-

Unlt d ·state a t th b sis df !h tr 1' ti ~ .more p1atform-:.as J:ouows . 
TAhed . fe th s a op s as e a -suc neu a iza on--. The .pa.rty .that -proclaimed .and has :ulw.ays enforced the ·Monroe 

n so f or . doctrlne-i 
.J:n ·a m~me.randum sent -to the Sen~te at the -time the treaty 1 desire my .Democratic colleagues to bear that 1n mind--:th~ 

was ·pendmg, Secretary 1Iay ·n:iade th1s statement: specific reference to .the :Monr.oe :doctrine. :I :Shall refer to it 
. By a -ch1mge in -tire first line of article 3, Instead or the United Sta.tes later~ 
and Great 8tlta.in jointly adopting as the basis of the :neutraliz-ation .of 
the canal the :rules .of ·neutrality prescribed ·for _its :ose, as W.R.S -pro- and was spons.or tor the n.ew Na-v_y :-will continue to -develop and obser:ve 
vided by the f.ormer .tr.eaty, the ·united States ..now a.lon.e adopts them. •the constitutional TJ~qnirements to provide and mantaln an adequate 

-and. iWell~proporflon~d Navar •suffi.0ient .to defend Amer1ean polices, 
Con.tinuing, S-ecr.etary Hay ·states·: .PrPtect .our _citlzens, and qphold the .honor nnd dignity of the 1Na.tion. 
It relieves -Great iBritn.ln o'f. all responsibilily nna obligation to en- .Therefoo.·e, .acc.eptin_g the proposition that g.entlemen on this 

f0r.ce ·the neutrality ._of the canal which, by the 1onn~. hns ·been hn- side .:as ·well n-s the other desire to provide and maintain an 
posed upon or assumed by her jo.in.U1y witb ·the United Stn.tes, and .thus adequate Navy, I Shall endeavor, -very briaty, to ·.point out ·what ·meets the main stress ·of the o"Q,tect on -whlch semed to underlie or ·be 
interwoven with :her other objections to the ·former Senate .amendments. :the ~elem.ents of -national .defense are from which to determine 
lrhe -United States alone, as the sole ow.ner -of ·the -canal, as a purely ":What constitutes -an ..adequate Navy . 
..American enterprise, adopts and ,prescribes the .rules by which the nse m 0 ''"tart .wi-"i.., ·what is -1·t ..-....a m·ust defend'] In TYnt anal~is of the canal -shall be Tegulated and assumes the entire ·responsibility J.: = .. t..U ,,..., 1 ~.., ., ~ 
and burden of enforcing, without the assistance uf ·.Great Britain or of J: in:rnke the careful an.alytlcal and logieal :thought of all 1\Iem
any other nation, its absolute :neutrality. .:bers. W.h:at must be .defended? Life, property, "institutions, and 

The '.gell'tleman from W;voming made the :statement 1: quoted iPolicies. 1 wish to :remina ·gentlemen here w'hen they begin 
.ps rui argument ·to show that we did .not neea to fortify the :to systematize the ·elements involved to bea:r in mind thnt we 
canal, and the same argument could be ad:vanced to prove that ha..v-e 5,300 .miles ·of •coast line on the AtlanUc Ocean; we ·have 
an adequate :battleship fleet was -not necessa-ry -to maintain the ·4,700 miles ·on the Gulf; we have 3,100 ,nilles on the ·pacific; and. 
neutrality of the canal. These are the faets, for 'I ha:ro -quoted Jlliis .is continental .coast line. ''.When we i·efer to Ala-ska, to ·the 
·the exact language o.f the treaty and the -memoraniiu:m which -Aleutian Islands, to Hawa.11, 1:0 the Philippines---yes, when ·we 
·was sent to the 'Senate 'by -Secretary Hay, pTO:ving c:onclusi-vely refer to Panama, when we J.'efer to Cuba and Porto Rico, -with· 
that the full responsibility .llOW rests ·upon th~ United States. uut including the ·coast lines under the Monroe doctrine, we ··find 
' Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a ·consecutive th.rut Ameriea .has a vaster cuast line exposed to attack from the 
-statement -before taking up in detail the I'ema-rks of gentlemen water than any Nation in 'the ·world, not excluding Great 
1'7ho ha:v:e preceded me, and during the period of the consecutive Britain • 
. ~tatement I would request gentlemen to postpone 1nterrupt- Furthermore, we find this: That the Old World built its cen· 
ing me. ters -of 1l)opulation inland tn the ·e:I.Tly ·ages .o.f -the race, when 

The earnestness shown on both sides in discussing this -gues- water -transportation wa:s in Jt-s infancy. America, on -the other 
't1on 'is a matter for general congratulation. Tt is When men :hand, laid the foundation of her .centers ot populatlon late, 
i!.re :really in -earnest that they proceed to search -carefully and when she .depended largely on tran,sportation by water. -Our 
;t;ind the truth. great centers of population are exposed to ..attack by 'Water a~ 

There is no -great subjeet of national importance upon which . Jn :no o-ther eountry. To sum it up, without dwelling too long 
there has been given so ·uttle -ea1'Rest thought .b;v the American on 'the :details of this .one -element, America has 30,-000,000 o~ 
:.Peop-le, Jmd no .gi.-ea:t ·subject :upon which careful thought ·and Jie:r citizens living within ~unshot of tbe water, and A:meric4 
$.vestigation -a.re :more necessary :to :av-0id .error and fallacies. .hn-s thirty-seven "billions of her property lying -within gu.nshot 
1 undei·shm:d~his P.erfectly: ·we ~re a nonmilitary people. We of the water. There are more yalues -of .homes and pro!'}erty 
.f!.re ,absol'hed ma ·great penod of mterna1 development, a per.iocl ,exposed to naval attack in America than there are :fn all the rest 
¢ spreading industrialism and commercialism, and it is n::rtur~l _ .Olf the world combined . 
. piat :we tshatild not .give .attention to .questions oc.f the ,outside .N:ext to the q11estion of life and prn_perty, -and closely ·allied 
;W1;>-rld. .with them, comes the <question of our institutions. Let ·me 

It is unfortunate to hear .applause as we ha:ve to-.day from remind my colleagues that our institution,s are founded on the 
~embers of thts Hause when 1.'eferences were made a -Short principle of the right of local self-government, and that that 
·~hile ago to ,the supposed uselessness .of navies, that w.e eonld principle 1b.as n.ot been accepted by the other nations ·of the 
·get along :very well .if "°"e ·had substantially no na·vy, 'that three- world. The first -element in this 1~rincip1e is State's t.<ights. 
·fourths of the mrtious of the .world do get <a1ong all -right 'With- No great military nation on ·earth has accepted that ·principle 
out any navy. B.ut, :1\Ir. ·Chmrmau, I do not consider th11:t llie in America. Wilen Italian citizens were lynched in New 
-question ut issue iu this bill. l am ·Col1vinced that the majority .Orleans, and the Ita}jan Government said she would hold our 
:of Members .on l>oth sides of thi-s Ilouse realize that we rmu.st -Federal o:Govermnent responsi-ble, our 'Federal Government 
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calmly toltl Iler they regretted. the incident Yery much, but the 
F ederal Go-rernrneut's autllority under the Constitution could 
uot in-rade the police power of the State of Louisiana, nor could 
the Itali:rn Go·rernment negotiate with that State. Italy replied 

' she would still holtl the Fetleral Go-rernment responsible. 
When the school question aro!'.:e iu San Francisco, a munic

ipality 011 the coast. when the question of segregation arose in 
the Legisla ture of California, the city of San Francisco and the 
State of -alifornia could not insi st upon being protected in the 
exercise of their rights. 'I"he Federal Go\ernment was not in a 
vosi tion_ to fulfill the first obligntion it owes to the States-that 
of protcctiug them in their rights. 

The colonies, when they gaYe µp their armies and navies to 
tile Feueral Goyernment, <lid so under the contract that the Fed
eral oyernment would maintain them. Think of it, gentle
men, the Federal GoYernment to-day can not protect the States 
of the Pacific coast in fue exerci e of tile functions of a repub
Jica·u form of go>ernment. 

TlJe next element of om free in titutions is the principle of 
equality of opportunity, which principle is being projected out 
by ns into tlle competition for the commerce and the markets 
of the world,. We should not forget that every great mili
tary nation in the world with a colonial system absolutely 
U.eni~s that principle. Take our Monroe doctrine. We may 
uift'er in many re pects as to the responsibilities we bear for 
the weaker peoples in this hemisphere, but we do not iliffer on 
the 1winci11le that the colonial ~ystems of Europe shall not be 
exten<lecl o•er any of them. Those peoples and their countries 
nre going to lJe de>eloped under the principle of equality of 
opporttmity for all. We shall not hoist our :flag there and claim 
n.ny special ad>antage, and we will not permit any other nation 
to do the same. The completion of tlle Panama Canal will bring 
to a head the que. tion of the fu ture de-velopment of Central and 
South America. You can not e. cape that fact. Now, as man is 
conquering the ol>stacles of na ture, controlling steam and elec
tricity, an<l conquering tlle air as well as the land and water, 
tllese de>eloprnents corn~ swiftly. The great natural resources 
of fue world are not going to be held back from supporting the 
civiliza tion of the world. These lands and tllese countries are 
goiug to be cleYelopeu, and the question must be settled as to 
whether tlley are going to be developed by the system of Euro-
11ean colonization and restriction, which embodies the principle 
of privilege and special advantage of the distant mother country, 
or wlletller they are going to be deY.eloped under the Monroe 
doctrine, with the principle of equality of opportunity for all 
along with the freedom of those people. 

Let me also remind my colleagues on this side of the fact 
that, whether we like it or not, tile 1\Ionroe doctrine has ex
tended across tl.J,e Pacific Ocean. We ham a greater responsi
IJility for the destiny of the l!'ilipinos than we haYe for that of 
the Ma~icans or the Cubans. We may give them independence. 
I beliern Americans wish them to have independence as soon as 
it is consistent witll their capacity for self-government. But 
whether they are .made independent or not, we can never allow 
any monarchy, wllether of Europe or of Asia, to establish a 
colony tilere. We mu. t defend them as we must defend the 
weaker peoples of Central and South America, whether we like 
it or not. 

I say this principle of equality of opportunity bas gone across 
the Pacific Ocean. It has been proclaimed in .far-off China in 
the open-door policy, and ret great military po,vers have already 
closed the door in Korea and are now closing the door in Man
churia. 

'1\·hen Japan and Ru sia went into Manchuria, the very first 
year we lost $22,000,000 of our -market for cotton goods and 
ha>e neyer gotten it back, and their systems of transportation 
and administration, now controlled by their Govnrnrnents, are 
throttling American trade. 

This principle of equality of opportunity, the Yery end of 
justice, lies at the foundation of the world's future happiness, 
ancl in my judgment is the foundation of peace between nations. 
America embodies it and is committed to it, and no other great 
military country of the earth admits it. 

We thus have gr~at principles underlying our institutions and 
great world policies affecting our prosperity and happiness, and 
the welfare of the worltl, as well as stupendon values of lives, 
homes, and property of our citizen~, all of which must be de
fended. 

Having taken account of what must be defended. let us now 
examine tile means ayailable for their defense. Inside of a 
ciT'ilize<l community the means for defense of peace and security 
of life and limb and rigbts are iwovideil by tile conunnnity as a 
\Yllole. But be it rernerubere<l the foundation of this defense 
i s J)Qwer, PO\Ye1: iwovill ll b3 the community, that is greater 
than the power of auy on tJaw or aur per on wllo does not wish 

to abide by the law and agree to the settlement of ditrerences by 
recourse to law founded on right and justice. I will ask my 
colleagues here, without going into a lengthy discussion, Would 
they for a moment leave the defense of their country to rest 
upon any international organization for a common defense of 
the nations of the world? , ·· 

As yet there is no organization with authority to make law 
for the nations to liye under. The Hague Conference is but a 
parliament in embryo. The delegates to The Hague Olnference 
ha>e no authority. Even among themselves they take rank not 
by any principle of justice, but according to the military po,Yer 
.of their countries. At the last conference the Chinese dele
gates went there representing 4ti0,000,000 souls. They were put 
down as a fourth-rate power, with Montenegro. The J apanese 
delegates _ went there representing 40,000,000 of souls and were 
put in the first rank. The Korean delegates went there to plead 
the right of their country to live; they were not allowed to 
enter the conference. · 

There is no international judiciary with authority to ndjudi· 
cate. There is no international judiciary with authority to sav 
what is international law and what is not. In the true sense o·f 
the word there is no such thing as international law. Some 
writers haYe simply been expressing their opinions about prin
ciples of justice and the 1wecedents and practices of nations. 

Out between the nations of the· world we are to-dny, at the 
present stage of international evolution, about where. the English
speaking people were 1,500 years ago. In the evolution of inter
national common law we have not reached the point of hnsing 
an authority even to say what is precedent. The nations are 
a long way off from the development of an authoritative intel' · 
national parliament and an authoritative international judicial 
system, but they are still further off from the. development of 
an international executive, of a power out among the nations 
stronger than any individual nation, a power which would pro
tect the individual nation in the exercise. of its rights as society 
protects you in the exercise of yours. There is none such. 

In the absence of any real international organization for pence 
and justice some would rely upon treaties of arbitration. Yet 
the best arbitration treaty in the world between nations of any 
size in the very terms of the treaty specifically excludes arbi· 
trution for questions of honor and questions of vital interest
the very questions over which nations fight. As a matter of 
fact, the opportunity for recourse to earn this limited arbitra
tion is proportional not to the justice of the appeal but to the 
size of the applicant's armaments. Would you rest sour 
counfry's defense upon the strength of treaties of any kind? 
With whom would you have treaties? Suppose you succeeded in 
getting eYery nation in the world to enter into an agreement to 
protect .America, as they agreed to protect Turkey, what na
tions would they be? The seven great nations of Europe who 
are now signatories to the treaty of Berlin ? 

Austria-Hungary is a signatory of the treaty of Berlin; and 
yet Austria-Hungary proceeded to seize Bosnia and Herzego
vina. Was there a protest from the other signatories? No. 
Germany and Italy backed her up. Italy is a signatory of the 
treaty of Berlin, yet Italy proceeded to seize Tripoli. Did the 
other signatory nations protest? No. They backed Italy up. 
Has China realized national defense from her treaties with the 
great nations or these nations among themselves? Have treaties 
defended Korea? 

Some argue for defense in the balance of power between other 
nations. Turkey has worked this a long time; so has China, 
playing one nation off against another. But nations thus played 
with sooner or later agree upon the spoliation of their common 
victim. 

l\:Iy friends and colleagues, amongst the great nations o:t the 
earth, in the evolution of social organisms, which goes on like 
the eyolution of all other living things, there is only one de
fense that is now available to guarantee survival, and that is 
individual provision by each nation for its own defense. 

Ko other means is reliable. No other means is worthy of a 
great uat 'on. Realizing that we have vast interests and sacred 
princi11Ies to protect, and that we must rely upon ourselves, let 
us examine the agencies and instrumentality available for our 
national protection. A nation's defen e is founded upon its 
people. The gentleman from Missi ·sippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON] 
was absolutely correct when he said in the last analysis it is 
the man behind the gun. It depends upon the physique, the 
intellect, but above all the character of the average citizen 
who makes up the nation, provided he has the implements and 
the weapons that compare with those of his opponents. 

But giye an Indian a Winchester and he could kill a hundred 
white men of the highest evolution if they unuertook to attack 
him unarmeu. It is all well enough to talk nbout the man 
l>ehind the gun, but I -will ask the gentleman from Mis iss.i ppi, 
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why does he not take some of the advice o{ the man behind the 
gun? · [Applause.] He says · our officers are· such wonderful 
officers. True enough. Why does he not follow their unan
imous adYice as to matters of national defense upon which 
they are experts? If the man behind the gun is such n fine 
fellow, then he is entitled to have a weapon in bis hand with 
which to have a chance not only_ for his own life, which he 
holds ·Jightly, but a chance to deliver Yictory into the hands of 
his country aud to give effective _defense to the great principles 
for which his country stands. If you believe in the man 
behind the gun, give him a chance. [Applause.] 

But let us go further. There must be the resoui'ces behind 
the population. When I see· gentlemen go far afield upon tlle 
question of the actual needs of national defense, when I bear 
them begin to discuss the national defense as though it were 
a hairsplitting proposition of a compromise between public 
building bilJs and other matters of ordinary domestic economy, 
it is actually discouraging. rro listen to them you would be1ieye 
that the question of baying one battleship, more or less, in a 
na yal 11rograw \vould determine whether the .American people 
were going to be ground down with the burdens of taxation 
or uot. .America has $17,000,000,000 in bank assets. All the 
rest of the world have but $17,000,000,000. There are gentle
men here who would have us recoil from making provision 
for national ·defense on the supposition that other nations 
would go on faster and that we can not keep up with them and 
1iaral1el their great armaments. , 'l'he idea is absurd. We h:ne 
the rueu and we- have fhe money. Now, what is the rational 
method of procedure? It is to take the money and provide 
econom ically and effic;iently the in t:rmnentalities through. which 
the Nation can operate for an effecti"re self-defense. 

There are two great national weapons of defense. One is the 
Army :mu tlle other is the Navy. The Army is foundell upon 
the military acti "fity of the population. I am now sveaki.ng of 
ruotlern nrrnies. Olden-time armies oftentimes were paid mer
cenaries. hlred to fight for the country which employed them, 
I.Jut modern armies are founded upon the llrinciple of the 
military activity of every able-bodied citizen. 

":\Iy ann lysis of the origin of institutions lrns conyinced rue 
that it is military actiyity of the people that producetl nml 
brought forth monarchical systems with attendant oppression. 
Iu the centralization that is necessary for efficiency in armies 
I see the centralization uf GoYernments that were founlled 
after tlle great wars an<l invasions of the past. In the 
h.ierarcby of the military system I · can see the social stratifica
tion of the nations of the Old World which confine men's 
ncti ,·itie to narrow spheres in contrast with tlle unlimiteLl pos
sibilities of men's activities in onr land. I can see there the 
taking away of men from industrial pursuits that lowers the 
productiveness of the people. I can see the tnrning of men's 
thoughts to the pomp of tlle military and the cn lt of prh"ilege 
and powe1·: lowering the true ideals that a l'eo1>l~ ought to 
haYe of individual worth and useful sernce. I can see in mili
tarism the greatest obstacle of the past and the greatest obstacle 
of to-d<lY to the development and progress of Christian civiliza
tion. Tbis is fumlamental. A nation sllould employ lier men 
in military activities as little as possil>le, and the nations that 
ham done so in the 11ast and that were able to do so are t:IJ.e 
nations that ham made the greatest progress. 

In contra t with an army, a navy demands but few men. 
Sea power does not involve military activities of the people. 
Consequently industrial activities and liberal institutions attend 
upon sea power. 

History shows that every Republic has been founded upon 
powei: by sea. There has been no great Repubiic founded on 
militarism. For a thousand years England has never been 
invaded, and to this good day the Engli h have 1::ot been com
pelled to resort to conscription of citizens for _their army. That 
is why tlle Anglo-Saxon has been able to ernlYe free institu
tions ahead of all others. l\Iembers of all parties and all ideas 
will accept this proposition that a nation should employ her 
resources, her property, rather than her men, as fnr as she can, 
for her national defense. The Navy represents property; the 
Army represents men. 

It is estimated that one battleship requiring 1,000 men is the 
eqtli"valent of an Army corps taking 50,000 men. ~Chat one little 
thousand out on the sea may be military among tllemselves, but 
they do not exert any example of militarism tu our people. 
The beauty of our geographical situation is that it is trans
continental, and that all tile great nations of tlle earth lie 
across the ocean from us. Having boundless wealth, it lies 
within our power to derive an almost perfect and complete de
fense th.rough property by imtting adequate fleets upon the seas 
to stand betwe2n oursehes and the world' great armies: When 
I say "gl'eat armies" I speak acc-urately. We are linng in a 

period of armaments such as the world has never seen: There 
are 30,000,000 armed men across the water ready. When I 
say " ready " I mean they are not only organized, drilled, armed, 
and equipped, but that they have the transportation with which 
they can cross in a few days and reach our shores. It is simply 
in keeping with elemental instincts of self-presenatiori, and it 
is in accord .with the ernlution of free institutions that Amer
ica should take full advantage of her geographical position and 
p~t s\l:fficient ships bet'lveen her peaceful shores and the world's 
great standing armies. [Applause.] 

. Since we stand only for equality of opportunity, against which 
none can justly complain, and would neyer seek a quarrel with 
others, antl, lJeing thus protected, others would not seek a quar
rel with us, we could li-ve in peace and security as complete as 
is possible at the present stage of eYolution of the race, and 
could exert an ever-growing influence in the course of peace and 
free institutions for tlle worltl at large. Thus the Navy should 
be the main insfrumentality for our country's defense; indeed, 
upon it will re8t, in large measure, our country·s destiny and 
the future of the worlll. 

We are now prepared to determine the proper size of the 
Navy, our true narnl policy, and the number of vessels that 
should be provided in this year's appropriation hill. The ize 
of a nntion's Navy is intimately connected with tha size of the 
Army in an inyerse proportion. The greater the ability of the 
Army to proYiLle defense, the less the reliance upon tha Nnsy, 
and vice versa. A big Army can go wHh a small Navy, but a 
small Army requires a large Kary. A Navy without a great 
Army behind it, as in our case, can not deliver a death blow 
?eyoncl the ~ater ;_ but a great stamUng Army, when the sea 
is cleareo, can stnke a deadly blow beyond. America ha Ying 
no great standing Army could have control of. tll2 sea witl10ut 
menacing any nation, but a military power with a great i-;tallll
iug Army would be a serious menace to us if left in control of 
the sea. It should be borrie in mind that without a mobile 
Army our coast fortifications are open to capture by an enemy 
in control of the sea, lan<ling troops beyond tlle range of the 
forts' guns and taking tha forts from the rear. It is loaical. 
it is just :mtl. right, that as bet'\Yeen America and any :Teat 
military vower we are entitled to and must lla>e co.ntrol of the 
sea, for we are absolutely dependent upon this control of the 
sea as no other nation in the 'IYorld. 

Now, take the Atlantic. On the other side there is a grefl t 
nation that should be different from all others, and that is 
Great Britain. She has no great standing army that could 
strike us, :rnd has her most promising colony with a long 
contiguou frontier here with .America. Canada, like ~~erica, 
has no arruy, and our preponderating size places her at our 
mercy. I therefore proceed at once to eliminate the power of 
the British NaYy in deciding the question of what is the proper 
strength of our fleet in the Atlantic. 

What are the other nations? 'l'ake the greate t nation with 
the grea te. t standing army. This is Germany. Germany has 
no coast line to defend to speak of, and we coultl not strik~ 
that coast line to do serious harm e>en if we had control of 
the sea. But if Germany should ham control of the sea in 
case of a war with America, she could strike our coast Hue 
from l\laine to Texas, antl then through the Panama Canal
because the c9ntrol of the sea is going to settle the possession 
of the Panama Canal in war-she could strike it as far up as 
she pleased in the Pacific. 
, If Germany has undisputed control of the sea, our .America n 
policies must also fall before Germany's policies in Cenh·al and 
South Arnel'ica. Orer the sea we are as far from South America 
as is Germany. 

The Germans have not accepted the Monroe doctrine. Their 
citizens are colonizing in South America. This is not a matter 
of hypothesis. Many of you remember a few years ago that 
Germany landed in Venezuela and hoisted her flag. We called. 
on her to retire. Fortunately, as the result of the Spanish War 
not from any foresight of ·our own, but by accident, the mer~ 
condition of public opinion temporarily giving some attention 
to this question having caused us to build up a ' good Navy for 
those days, we were the second naval power in the world. Our 
fleet was -probably 60 per cent stronger than -the German fleet. 
We had undisputed control of the sea as compared with Ger
many. We assembled our whole fleet at Guantanamo. We 
ordered Admiral Dewey to go down there and take charge. 
Then, in the most polite and diplomatic language, we requested 
Germany to retire. She retired in peace with good grace, 
recognizing that if we insisted our policies must prevail while 
we controlletl the sea. 

Since the Russo-J"apane e War a new tn1e of ship has come 
into being-an<l I will refer a little later to the cJe tail. of 
ships-called the dreaunongltt.·. Gentlemen who are famili;:i.r 
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rwith industrial matters know that from time to time new I the war endocl. Twelve .million dollars would have bought and 
machinery J.s in~ro(luc~d. in all of tbe great tndustries, and paid for those ships, but then, as now, were were dearliug with 
.when new .machinery ~s rntroduced every u.v-to-~ate manufac- ipork barrels and quarreling about economy. We did ·not ,provide 
turer ·who dees not wish to go to the wall :begms to s_ystem- those ships and we had the war. During its pr0gress the war 
alically equip himself with .that new machinery. Tllat is what ,cost $500,000,000, fil1d it is conser:vatively estimated that d.i
m·ery nation in tlle ·woi·ld .has b~en doing .in respect to dread- rectly and indirectly, .all told down to date, with pensions which 
no~1g~ts. Take .Germ3:11y, for mstance. ·Germany has been are just beginning and they will run for 100 years, that war 
·bmldmg fotn· battles.hip a year, three of. them known as bas -cost us $1,,500,-000 000. Gentlemen will tell you what it 
~~dnoughts, and .one _us a ,dreadnought _crm er, the law pro- will cost to have equilibrium with Germany on the sea. They 
ndmg for them years m adv.ance. America has not averaged will tell you that it will mean tens of millions. They do 
.two. f:ast yeru· we got down tiJ one. Su~pose when the Panama not tell you what would be the cost of the war that would 
.Canal is completed, and wh~ the question of the developmen_t result from not .possessing control of the sea while we insisted 
of <?entritl and .Sou~ ..A.menca becon:ies acu~e, German~ sho.uld . UJ)On om· policies in conflict with German policies in the 
.agam hoist her flag m. Zenezuela or m Braz.i.l or the Ar_gentme. d.e-re:Jopment <>f a .continent. Twel\-:e million dollal·s more put 
Tll_at is not hypothetical. .She .would be far more likely to into battleships would ha\e prevented the wuJ' with Spuin an(l 
ho1 t her ilag then tban she was before t:J1e Panam~ .canal was a few .tens of millions now put in judiciously to give us control 
unde1:taken, far .more. than formerly, ~mce her citizens haTe of the sea would absolutely insure permanent peace with Ger
steadi_ly gone to 'Brazil .and the Argentine. Suppose she ~ere many or -any other great continental nation of Europe. The 
to ho~st her .flag on ~.Y part of Oentral. or ~o~th Amencn: Monroe doctrine would be a :i:eality and we would insure tho 
Amenca would. the~ pr~mptly call upon her to Ietire, ~d whnt peaceful development of the continent that is below us. We 
~vou1d be the s1tua~1o:i. B_y tables I could show you Just .~hat would insure th~ spread of free .institutions and the principle 
it would be, but it lS not necessary;,. .I can tell. you b.nefly. -0f equality of opportunity in the Western Hemisphere. Gen .. 
We would ha:e 3;11 tol~ 12 .dreadnouc.hts and Germany woul<l :tlemen can well ima"'ine the cost of suc-h an unequal war with 
h:n·e 2V. I will discuss m a few moments the manelous theory Germany c. 
of the gentleman from Mississippi .[Mr. WITHERSPOON] as to c • • 

what constitutes a fleet and its integrity. I will simply now ' As I sru.d before, we were the second n::tval power in the 
take what the nations of the world look to. They look to the world a few years ago. We are now the fomth. Germany has 
fir t tine, to the dreadnoughts. Germany would have 29 and go1:1e .ru;ead of u~. Fra~ce bas go~e ah~ad of us. .Germa~y is 
we would have 12. Germany would be in absolute control of buildm0 fo~ Dreadnouohts a yea:r and has 23 of these Dre~d
the sea. Under those circumstances we would be compelled to noughts n:vailable, whereas .we hav~ 13, and that is a~ummg 
surrender the Monroe doctrine or to fight, and fight at great we h:ive eo~~leted all and is counting tlie ~oiith Oa1·0Zma and 
di advantage. Micluga_n, wmch only are ?f 16,000 tons, which we ought not to 

Mr. MLTRRAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? count. Th~y are good ships, but they are but 18 kno~s ~peed, 
l\Ir. HOBSON. I would like not to be interrupted. but admitting those, we find France has .13 ·and is bmldmg 7 . 
.Mr. MURRAY. I just want to ask the gentleman a question W~ have gone below France. And keepmg on a.t one ·battle-

about the relatiYe marksmanship of the men of the two na:vies. ·ship a year what do. we find? In 1914 we would have 14, 
Mr. HOBSON. I will eome to that a little later. France 15, Japan 11; i;i 1915, we would have 1~, Germany 28, 
l\fr. l\fURRAY. I wondered if that would ha ye any serious Fran~e 17, J.apan 13; ill 1916, Germany SO, United States 16, 

~ye:lght in our fayor. that lS countrng two more~ ought t-0 be counted, France 21, 
l\Ir. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, I will tell the gentleman that Japan 15, Italy 14, and Russia 11. 

tile general principle is that while you have trust and confi- Going a few yearfi longer, on a one~battleship program, by 
deuce in your own men you do not assume that your opponent is 1920 we would ha:ve 20 dreadnoughts, Germany 40, France 27, 
so much yoill' inferior. I know the time-and some of you can Japan 22,. Italy 22. We ~ould be the sixth naval power in the 
remember-when orentlemen like the gentleman from l\fissis- world, with Russia commg up fast to make us the seventh. 
sippi-n.nd unfor~ately ·there were many such men in those Thus, a -one-battleship u.rogram would speedily cause America 
days in 1\Ilssissippi and Alabama and otb.er States in the to drop out from nmong the .na-v~ powers of the W?l'ld. Does 
South-thou"'ht that 1 southerner could whip 10 Yankees. any l\fember of this House lillagme that the Amencan people 
That is not~ wise basis for national defense. I am assuming wish their Navy to thus disintegrate at this critical juncture 

• that the nations, backed up by adequate resources of their own when the w.orld is so disturbed and the Panama .Canal is near
and realizing fully the necessity of national defeuse, when the 1ng complet10n? 
time comes will be found as well prepared and with as high Now, gentlemen, rnppose war does come as a result of our not 
efficiency as we ru·e, where our people are continually neglect- contxolling the sea? Have you investigated what it would 
ing the whole question and do not hesitate at times to sacrifice mean? Our fourth, fifth, .sL'rth rate Navy, as the ease may be, 
the efficiency of the Navy for a pork banel. I would like to is q11lc.kly swept from the sea. The war games show that Ger
have the gentleman ask all those questions when I get through IIlfillY could then land an army on the coast of Long Island and 
witll my consecuti'rn statement. ano tl!er on the coast of New Jersey and capture Norfolk, Wa.sl.1-

To continue, we would be compelled to fight or surrender the i.ngtuu, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and destroy our 
Mouroe -Ooctrine. I want each Member here to answer in his navy yards, shipyards, and arsenals before we could organize 
own heart which he would dQ. We would fight. If tlle gentle- any serious opposition. After exacting a h.igh ransom from 
men here would not, the American people would. I cluim- these cities, she would reembark her troops and occupy strategic 
an.cl you can not escape it-that the war would be due abso- positions in the West Indies,. would occUP.Y the Panama Canal 
lutely to the fact that while this Nation asserted the Monroe and Pana.ma Canal Zone, and would occupy any pa1·t of Central 
doctrine it did not proceed in an intelligent way to make the America or South America she chose. Iler fleets would destroy 
provision under which that doctrine would be respected and our coastwise and high-sea commerce, and blockade om· harbors 
would be effective. on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and J.'}rostrate 'business from 

I come back now to a reference of the gentleman from Fenn- -0ne end of the land to the other, and we would be absolutely 
sylYania [l\'Lr. BATES~ to ttle Spanish War, which furniShes a helpless, unable to strike a blow. In 1 GG Pru ia struck Aus
good illustration. You may recall that in the early nineties trill. The wni· was over in a few weeks; Prussia was pre_pared, 
we began .to insist upon reforms in iCaba, and Spain continued Austria was not. Jn 1870 Germany struck France. The war 
to refuse to :make those Teforms. Anyone looking 'in.to tlle ques- was over in a few weeks; Germany was .Prepared, France was 
tions at ~ssue between the nations would have recognized that not. Reference has been made to the war between Russia and 
the policies ·Of the nation that bad control of the -sea leading to Japan. Gentlemen who rely sele'J:y upon America's vast re
Cuba would have tq prevail. If we had proceeded ·to insure an sources should carefully note the course of this wru.·. Russia 
·uncli puted contrnl of the sea in the ·nineties, all of the _prob- had boundless resource . The Japanese Army neyer got within 
lems in Cuba woUld have been settled by diplomacy. Our de- 4

1
000 miles of Russia's Yital territory, but the war wa. over in 

mnnds would hnve been reasonable, and Spain would have a few months, with Russia in defeat. Russia had gone on the 
granted the-rn. But we failed to provide for control of tlle sea, SUJ)positlon Japan would not dare attack her, and was found un
and yet became more insistent in our demands for reforms in prepared. Japn.n for 10 years ha.d been making preparations 
Cuba. for ~ust such an attack. You may recall that America wns 

'.\.Vhlle the wo1·Id belified and Spain believed that her fleet f-01•emost among -the cinlized nations of the earth tlmt !\\CD.t 
was super.ior to ours, the result was inevitable. We had ·war. clown te Russia after the Battle of Tsushima and the Battle of 
I ·wnnt now to refer to the cost. Four more battleships at Mukden and insisted that she accept the -0.efeat and end tlle 
tlrnt juncture, which would hnse been double what we had, bloody war. With .America's fleet swept :away and America 
'\\Oulu 'llaye given meri a in the eyes of all the world and ·in ·the ·powerless to strike, the nations of the earth would cmne down 
.eye of Spain the undisputed control of the sea and we would fo us and take the 'Vf:l'Y words out of our mouth which we :used 
lla ,-e ·had no war. A soon as we gained control of the sea to Russia and say, you must not continue to disturb the world's 
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peace; you are whip11ecl; renounce your Monroe doctrine, cede 
the Panama Canal or buy it back, pay your billions of war in
demnity, and in the Dame of humanity put an end to this bloody 
war. 

Pre sure from within would join the pres ure from abroad. 
Great financial centers, where stocks and bonds preponderate, 
controlling the cosmopolitan press, would demand that the war 
end. Project your thoughts into the crisis that would arise. 
Do you see what it would mean? Pressure from within, pres
sure from without, to end the war. Suppose under this pres
sure that we should allow the war to end in humiliation and 
defeat. I do not know what good gentleman it was who said 
that if we go on building na -.;-al programs the American people, 
writhing under the taxation, would some day rise and wipe 
us out of office. I want to say, neglect to take the elemental 
precautions for the defense of your country that you take for 
yourself, that you take for your animals, and have the country 
actually precipitated into war because she did not have the 
instrumentalities you should have provided, and then, through 
the same neglect, entail upon this proud Nation the humiliation 
of defeat--can you picture the public wrath that would fall 
upon your guilty heads? What would you think of the paltry 
millions you saved on battleships when for every million you 
saYed you entailed a loss of a hundred millions and put your 
country in the ashes of defeat and brought about the o""Verthrow 
of her beneficent policies for this hemisphere? But these ter
rible consequences would not compare with the after effects 
upon the course of our institutions. An all-consuming wrath 
of public opiriion would shake the Nation from ocean to ocean 
and imperiously demand that stupendous preparations be made 
to fight the war o-.;-er again in the future--a far more imperious 
public opinion than that in France, which, since Alsace-Lorraine 
was surrendered, has for 40 years demanded the militarization 
of the French Nation. 

Now, project yourselves into those conditions and picturewhat 
the consequences would be. Every able-bodied man would be 
drafted into the Army. Military systems would permeate the 
Nation. Yes; we quibble over 1 battleship or 2 battleships now, 
but there would not be any quibbling of 10 or 20 battleships then. 
Yes; we would find it would take some 15 or 20 years to be
come adequately prepared. During that period there would be 
anger, rancor, and revenge in the hearts of the American people, 
and especially the hearts of the growing youth. Talk about 
amity and good will for all the world! We would have it no 
more. The militarization of the people would bring the cen
tralization of our Government, the curtailment of State rights 
and individual liberties. Then it is the demagogue would rise, 
and if he had sufficient power of intellect would menace our 
institutions. 

This country is safe and its institutions are safe as long as 
the fiery furnace of war does not engulf us in its flames. By 
the time we were finally prepared and fought out that second 
war, what would be the condition of the Union? America w-ould 
be as military as France. .America would be as military as any 
military nation of the earth. You need not think we are so 
different from the European nations that our industrialism is 
fixed. We sprang from them. The heredity of thousands of 
generations is behind us as it is behind them. Begin to beat the 
drum here as in the Venezuelan message of President Cleveland, 
scratch the skin of an American, and you find a fighting man. 
We would experience what is called in the biological history of 
evolution a reversion to type. This beautiful civilization of 
ours, built upon the principle of peace and producing, and not 
the soldier with the rifle on his shoulder-this beautiful civiliza
tion based upon equality of opportunity for all-would have 
reverted back to the old civilization of the bayonet, from which 
it recently sprung. The wreck of free institutions would rest 
upon our heads. The victory of Prussia over Austria gave an 
impulsion to armaments; the victory of Germany over France 
gave another impulsion to n.rmaments; and the victory of Japan 
over Russia gave another impulsion to arm·aments. No wonder 
that all the nations of the earth who have looked into this 
question haYe leaped to arms. And such a defeat for America 
at the hands of a great military nation would give a new and 
even greater impulsion to armaments. For generations the hope 
of peace would recede, while industrialism would be engulfed 
again in the old militarism that produced and maintained the 
oppression of the world for ages. I am not a pessimist, but as a 
scientific man I know that the forces i>f gra-.;-ity are going to 
hold and the mighty sociological forces operating between na
tions are going to hold. No one can name the hour, the month, 
or e>en the year of its coming, but as surely as this policy bf 
neglect continues-and I believe it is going to continue, for a 
two-battleships-a-year program is but a policy of neglect-the 
day is going to come, whether you bclie-.;-e it or not, when we 

shall find omselves in the cris1s I ha...-e described, humiliated 
at the hands of a great military power. In my judgment, tllat 
will be the greatest crisis in the history of the human race. 
The futUl·e of industrialism, the peace of the world, the happi
ness of mankind will hang in the balance. Oh, the pity of 
making such a crisis inevitable! But when it comes we can 
not allow the war to end. With our institutions and the future 
of civilization at stake, the war of suni-.;-al niust not entl in 
defeat, no matter what may be the cost of victory--

The CHAIRl\IA...~. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MURRAY. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

the ~entleman may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from l\Iassachusetts [Mr. 

MURRAY] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ala
bama may be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

l\Ir. HOBSON. Suppose you give me the time you ga ,-c to 
Judge WITHERSPOON. 

l\Ir. MURRAY. Mr. Chairman, I re-.;-ise my request, ancl ask 
that 40 minutes more be gi-.;-en to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOBSON. I shall try not to impose unduly on your 
~tienc~ . 

The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [l\Ir. 
l\lUBRAY] asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle
man from Alabama [l\Ir. HOBSON] be extended 40 minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I waut to request my col

leagues here who are to return to their homes-and it is a great 
regret to me that some of them are not to come back-that when 
they go back amongst the people they will bear this coming crisis 
in mind, whether they agree with me or not as to its approach, 
so that when it does come they may be prepared to help create 
at once the public opinion that would cause Congress to act 
wisely from the very start. Otherwise, it is possible that under 
this stupendous pressure to end the war the consequences of de
feat might not be fully realized by our people. Upon the ap
proach of war the American people ought quickly to be shown 
how the future of our civilization is at stake, with the future 
of peace and industrialism for the world hanging in the bal
ance, so that, like one man, they may resohe from the outset 
that the war shall never end in defeat. [Applause.] 

In the face of the inherent weakness of free institutions, the 
inevitable neglect by our people of these great questions, the 
mightiest element of our national defense will be this: To let 
the great military nations of the earth recognize that we foresee 
that we shall be found unprepared, and therefore that they can 
not reasonably expect us to permit the issue of the war to be 
settled simply by a test of preparations, as we have none. 
Therefore, immediately-simultaneously with the declaration of 
war itself-we ought to serrn notice upon the nations of the 
earth that we can not entertain at any time any suggestion to 
end the war quickly, but propose to turn the pages of history 
back about 300 years and compel a war of endurance; tllat we 
do not propose to let the stupendous issues be settled by a test 
of preparations, where we are weak, but by a test of resources, 
where we are strong; that we propose to make it a war of ex
haustion, as in our Civil War. When this great war comes it 
will be a test of survival between militarism and industrialism. 
The happiness of generations unborn will hang upon the issue. 
Industrialism unprepared must not be measured against mili
tarism ready and prepared. Industrialism's strength is in its 
boundless resources. When the test of sunival comes, we must 
appeal to the strength of industrialism and not rely upon its 
weakness. We must not have to fight but one such war. When 
we are challenged by some great military power because we are 
unprepared and because we insist on just policies, then, no 
matter what may be the odds against us at the start, no matter 
how long it may take, no matter what the cost in treasure and 
in blood, that nation, whether in Europe or in Asia, must be 
brought to an unconditional surrender or it must be ground to 
powder. If Germany or any other great military nation fully 
realized that a war would not end with the test of preparations, 
it would very substantially increase our national defense. 

But, my friends and colleagues, it is such a pity that there 
should be any such war. The Almighty has planted indus
trialism here on the face of the waters so that it could, for all 
time, insure its free institution, its peace and prosperity through 
property instead of men with no danger of war and its attend
ant militarism. The same ships that would guarantee to us 
peace and security at home would make effective the Monroe 
doctrine in the Atlantic and the open-door policy in Chin~. 
Such a Navy would project the influence of America across tl~e 
waters to the nations of the earth in the interest of equality 
of opportunity-with equality of op11ortunity insured in the 
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Atlantic tl'.nd in· tbe Pacific, the lhighty atllll11llents of tile world- re-soui:ces into :fighting power. That is the mitlimum fonndation 
would not brillg special adyantage, and surv:l'rnt would be- de- for a rational national defense. 
termined by p'l'OdneUrenes ; n.ot by war. N'"ow, r~egnizing tfiat we ha1·c nu mobile .A:rmy as· the other 

'.rhat is the· wny to putl an nd to the mad :race of armaments great military powers hin·e, I submit to you that while we 
to esttlbli h tliis. mfghcy ~uality of ol)portunity and· rende1' tfie ought to" have undisputed control ot the sea in the Atlantic 
nrrunments unprofitaOle. Then our Nation and the other iit- which would menu a good· margin of superiority, the minimu~ 
du h'ial nati-Ons would: sur?ive~ The nation tlui.t rnsisted on. basis is at lea t an equilibrium of narnl power in that ocean 
maintaining great armaments woUld be liandicaf)J)ecl by the as c?mpui•M with any great filllitacy power ot Eui.·ope that has 
operation ot economic laws, the stratitication ot soclet , turning a rtnghty army ready. It wo'uld meall" that in the .Atlantic we 
m~n awn.y from: prodacti,'e pursuits. America and silililar na- m~st have at least a.n equilibrium with Germany. 
tions that PTOduce would gain the markets and tlit'! co}Ilru.e1•ce of Now let us turn. to the- Pacific. l\fy former speeches· on this 
the world. The great forces of eomIDei'ce and industry, tlie <ilie~tfon: have d.ealt largely ~i~ll the Pacific. 1 have plil'tiosely 
fotces ot edul'.!ation, the moral and religious forces, the forces · a"tcnded-the-l?ac1fie to-day. When I have discussed international 
of growing sympatb- would unde1•tninEr milifutism in it~ own ~el.rtUons and strategic position-a and have analyzed fore~ in an 
s-h·ongholds. It would be rcallt the dawn· or the day of' dis i~pei:son~~ way as office1·s and legislators ot all n.at:iohs nlways 
armament. Then it would happen, my friends and colleagues; do in· dealing with these great questions, my m.ot~res have been 
that when .American. delegnt~ go to 'l'hEd1ague eonference· and 4l1estioned. But I want to stl.Ili ut> and remind gentlemen bel'e 
plead that larger authority ought to be given· to delegates in tlrat tlie- que tion of the· open-door policy is not the only que ·tion 
order to hasten the evolutfon.- of an: faternatioiial parliament, i.n· the Pacific Ocean- to be settled now. We are IOcc ted in rcai·l 
they would be heeded as they have not been heeded thus far. lfarbOr. A circle of 4,000 miles irr the heart of that ocean has 
Then it woukl happen that 'vhen we appeal for The- Hague ' only one harbor, amf that is Pea'rl liarbOi.'. We can control the 
tribunal to be developed into an international court instead of ~a· for 2,000 miles from a base. The nation that has control of 
:t <;liploma.tic J)ody, we would be needed. TM wo1'ld' would tli.en Pearl Ha1'bo1· Will enjoy the control of tlie Pffcific. As between 
fi:ced us when· we sugg'esfod! the advisability of passih~r frmn the· white race· movil1g: westward with the sun, that lias n:ow at 
individuni: armaments to <!oHectfve arnrn.rnents, to tha ad'vi.Sa.. fast put its frontier out in mid-Pac:Ufo; and the yellow man, 
bility of organizing an international army and navy under the moving east against the sun,_ who Iuis put llis foot there, too, the 
direction of an international council ot nations and the ultimate ra:ce- that permanently controls Pearl Harbor will imprint its 
pooling <>f armaments amongst the most civilized, so- that the <'._i.villzation as against the other on the fliture of the v.-orld. 
combined armaments would be greater tlian the al.'tnam.ent of ' Tnere is no use of ighoring this great historic fact, this critical 
any indlv1dnal nation. WJiell' such: an. international organlZA- q.uestion of destiny. Our· fia1r is flyiflg over Peal'l Harbor, but 
tion had demonstrated its capacity to protect i1ldlvldnal n:a.tians there are 35,ooo· Japanese ttoops there. That is the official 
in their lives, liberty, vital 1nterestg afid rights, ana Md fully- re~ort of an .A.1•my· 01Hce1'.. Pearl' Ra:roor· is .the most strategic 
demonstrated iW. n:bility to settle the differences- tli.rtf inevitably !joint in all the history of the world. Do you thiiik this Nation 
arise betw~en.· great nations by reconrge" to faw and to justice or any nation can· occupy Pearl Harbor, ont in midocenn, with
instead1 elf war and might, then the wo11d would be· ripe :t-0r tfie , out ~e- contto~ of tlie- sea 1 If you thiil.k so, you fiy in· the face 
laying down of its armaments, and we shcml({. eee the dawn of ot history; you have ~ever looked up the history of Gibl'altar 
that Jiappy day that h:ls-6eendreamed of and loliged' for dbwn:. the and l\fafta and! e\·ery otl1e1· strategic point. Take Gurun and. the 
ages, when there wouid· lie peace on earth and goo-d will to men.. Philippine Islands an~· tlle harbors the1•e· right on: the :ttank of' the 

But, Mr. Chn.iI•man, wliether we choose this happy road O·f great trade' i·outes of the Far East. Do you think w.r can: hold 
pence or whether through neglect we strajr down the long road those wlthout control of the sea:? If you' think so, you rush in 
through the fiery furnace of war we come out at the same P?fnt, the- face of history~ Take Alaska, a defenseless tren.sure house. 
America's contN.>l of the sea in the in.t~rest of the principle of '.t'_hke· Pan:tn'.fa. Say what rou please abol1t it, the c-omtnetion of 
equality of Of.Jp-ortunicyr. We can' not escape thilf irop~nding . the P~ama Canal makes Panama, next to Pearl Harbor, the 
de u11y. The diiy ls- going' to· come when Amel'ica, tli.e Nation second most "'9'ital strategic point in all the· world. !f we h:we 
that hag no enemteg, the Nntfon that seeks _no conquests; the , control of the sea, !>unama: is ours for mobilization, fo1• the :oas
Nation t'hut embodies foll the strong and'. the w-eak, t'he rich sage of reenforc.ements. lf the enemy· li11s- control of the sea, 
and the poor, the Jew and the- Gentile, the principle of justice Pan.ama. is his. Def you ihink we can occupy that v:ital strategic 
and equality of opportunity, when. America will rench her· white outlying territory without control of the- sea 1 It you do so, you 
arms out over the ocea:ns and in tM name of liumnnity com.- rush in the face of all history. 
mand to th~ troubled waters, "Peace, be still," and then a gre~t · N'ow, 1t ts unwise for us to ignore the fact tliat file peoples of 
calm will reign, and we will teacli men no longer to raise their · Asia and th~ peoples of Europe and tlielr descendants do not llve 
hands agfiln.st their fellows, llut to reach out with a hearty together in close contact. 'the war in the-Balkans ought to remind 
handclasp of' cooperation extending froru State to State, from ns that they never have lived together, and that the race hatred 
nn.tion to nation, from continent to continent, till we shall have that is beginning to· develop on the fringes of the Pacific Ocean 
n yerita.ble handclasp of' cooperation git~g the w~ole world 1 is but a forerunner of the .Problem between the white and yellow 
in a brotherhood of man under the fatlierhood of God. races that must be' settled some day, and settled by America. 

Mr. SAhHJ'E.fi W. SMlTif. .Wilf the gentleman permit me to I referred to San Francisco, the municipality that had t«J sur-
lntennpt him? 1

• render its right to manage its own schools in its o'Yn. way. I 
Mr. HOBSON'. r have almost reached the- point when I shall refer to the Legislatttre of Oallfornia, that had to sn.rren:der the 

be glad to meet all inteITuptions. One rno1'e point, and then r right of passing segregn.tion laws, laws that would' ha~e been 
am reads. just, because the Japanese egl'ega.te us. You can not go to 

Our 1n-vestigution, then, shows that .A:.ruerica has stupendous Japan and buy a house and1 lot and live there: I' lived there, 
Tillues of life and property to protect, great t.md beneficent and they segregated me. They should not find fault wtm us for 
world policies to in.sure in the Atlantic and the Pacific, and in- treating their people like they treat ours; but we could not mcn
stitntions which we hold in trust for all mankind that cull for tion this-we' were at their mercy. The legislature had to sm·
peacc and security. We have found that the Navy is the in- rendei• ~e right ol local self-government. The full exercise of 
strumenta.lity upon which we should- rely. With corrflicting the pollce power of this municipalityand the Corumom ealth, the 
policies of European nations as to the Western liemisphere the e"l::ercise of the- principle of the right of local self~goternment, 
true basis for an adequate fleet in the Atlantic is one abie to were surrendered· and al'e surrendered to-day. 
insure to us the control of the· sea as against any nation of However, I will not dw~l on this, but will sum up briefly : 
Europe maintaining a great standing rrrmy, which at p-resent The open-door policy involves the great question of the ages, the 
men.ns Germany. Such a fleet in ill hlnfitur pi·obability' would competition of trade and commerce, a prolific cause o:e war; 
insure our peace and could give no offense to any' nn.tion· that the· possession of vital outlying te1~I'itory is a second great his
harbor for us no sinister purposes. We al'e in a position to totic cause of war; race hatred is a third' ca.use ot war; and the 
define the minimum 1leet as well as the aclequn.te fleet. · conflict of vital lhstitutions· the fourth. Those are the four 

In case militarism is not Willing to abide by the :Uonroe· great historic cam;es of war between. nations. '£hey are all four 
doctrine, in cn.se it seeks to encroach upon liberty and to de- in operntion. The only possible way to remove them is to estab
stroy equality of opportunity, in case it insists upon oppressing Usha condition of equilibrium. We shonld establish a condition 
the wMk peoples of Cenb:al and South America and of the'world, where we could meet J'apan ill mutual respect and make mutual 
in case war must come, we must have at least enough ot a concessions. Onl1 then call' we hope to solve these problems. If 
navy to enable us fo keeir the enemy from destroying our ship- these great causes of war are not reni.oved or counteracted, war 
yards, navy ya1·ds, arsenals, harbors, and ports, to keep him must follow us su1•e1y :ls effect follows cause. Reasoning for the 
from destroying thos~ resources that would enable us to de- Pacific as for the .Atlantic, we should ha-ve conttol of the sea, 
ve1op the Nationrs fighting powe:t: so that we would not be com· ' as compared. with any milltary nation of Asia, which means a 
pelled to conclude· an ignominious peace in order to turn our 1feet with a good margin of superiority over the Japanese 
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Navy. The •ery· minimum is to have always in .that ocean· an 
equilibrium, a fleet equal to the Japanese Navy. 

Since the Pacifi.C" is so -vast and vital points so distant from 
the Atlantic, each ocean must haTe its own defense. Having 
the Panama Canal, with its possibilities for concentration, pro
Tided we can hold it, we can safely proceed on · the minimum 
basis for the two oceans. Therefore our plan is simple-each 
year get the ships laid down in . Germany, get the ships laid 
down in Japan, and then lay down enough ships to equal the 
two. That would mean at the present time, while -Germany 
averages four and Japan averages two,. we should average six 
dreadnoughts. · 

Now, one step further, and I am through with the analysis. 
I spoke of a dreadnought. There are really two classes of 
dreadnoughts-a dreadnought proper and a dreadnought cruiser. 
I have seen the war games fought out at Newport as to the 
advantage of the composition of the fleet. I have been there 
myself and helped fight them out with the naval officers. They 
find this: That a homogeneous fleet of battleships has advan
tage over a homogeneous fleet of battle cruisers, for the reason 
that, while they can not compel an engagement, they could go 
wherever they pleased and control the sea. 

But it also shows that for the battle fleet to realize its full 
advantage it ought to have fast wings, just like an army whose 
strength is in the infantry ought to have cavalry.- With t.he pres
ent strength of our fleet we ought to have four dreadnought 
cruisers, two for each wing. Germany builds one battle cruiser 
and three dreadnoughts; England about the ~me; Japan a 

larger proportion of battle cruisers. Therefore the program t 
am recoinmending this year, since we have no battle cruisers, is 
four dreadnoughts and two dreadnought cruisers. This is the 
program recommended by the General Board. · 

Now, I want to say to my friends here that for years I ha·rn 
not advocated on the floor of the House what I believed to be 
the proper program, and my colleagues on the Naval Committee 
have not done the same. I have never had sufficient time to 
fully discuss an adequate program in the committee. 

It sounds strange to say I could not get the time in committee 
after the statement of the gentleman from Mississippi that the 
committee gave so much time pressing forward to battleships 
that it did not have time to consider the other items of the bill. 

The subcommittee, that worked day in and day out for 
seven weeks on the other matters, did not even recommend the 
battleships. The whole question of the building program of 
the Navy was left to the full committee and was settled at one 
meeting. When I pleaded for time to discuss it a point of 
order was made, although u· was withdrawn. I was going to 
be limited to 5 minutes, but I got 10. The position of the com
mittee heretofore has been this : The older members would say 
that, considering the sentiment of the House, the wise thing to 
do was only to recommend what they thought .we could get, and 
this never exceeded two battleships a year. I present he1·e a · 
table prepared by the Office of Naval Intelligence from the pro
grams of foreign nations, which shows that a two-battleship 
program will consign us to the position of a fourth or fifth rate 
naval power: 

Strength of the U'llited Statu in capUal of ships built, building, and authorized, com'fe.J.red witk other naval powers on Jan. 1 of each year from 1915to1920, inclusive. 
DitEADNOUGirrS (BATTLESHIPS AND BATTLE CRUISERS). 

1913 1914 1915 1916 

-~-~--~-----~---- ~-~-------------
England ..• ~-······•···············•································· 41 13 54 4S 14 59 50 14 64 55 14 69 
Germ.any ............................................................ 26 7 33 28 8 3'6 31 & 39 34 8 42 
United St-ates ••••••••• ~ ............................................ 

~ 
15 ! 21 17 6 23 19 6 25 21 f) . 27 

France .............................................................. 15 21 17 6 23 19 6 25 21 6 \ 27 

i~.:: :: : : :: ::: : : ::::: :: : : : .. : : :: :: ::::: :: : ::::::: :::::::: :::~::::: 11 ~~ 13 6 19 15 6 21 u 5 22 
10 6 12 6 18 14 6 20 6 22 
'l 4 11 11 2 13 11 4 15 11 6 17 

Austria .............................................................. 4 2 6 4 3 7 5 2 7 6 _2 8 

The above 
0

table has been compiled from the most authentic information on hand. 
Gennan program last ship authorized to be laid down in 1917. 
English program is that stated by the first lord of the admiralty and a rel)1:1 to the German law. 
The French program expires with the laying down of the last ship in 1917. 
The Russian program provided for 4 battle cruisers by 1917. 
The Japanese programnas not been acted upon but 13 ships extending to 1920 are to be asked for. · 
Austrian program expires upon the completion by 1915 of tne 4 ships now building, an increase of at least 1 ship annually will be proposed. 
The Italian naval law authorizes the expenditure of given sums of money for new construction up to and including the fiscal year 1917-18. The types of ships to be 

construcled is left to the mfilister of marine. 
For the Unit.ed States, an increase of 2 capital ships yearly has been assumed. 
After the expiration of the current programs, an average of the new construction or each nation has been assumed for the ensuing years. 

The effect of adrncating only what we thought we could get 
has educated Congress and the country to think that two battle
ships a year is a big program. I believe · the policy is wrong. 
I gave way to my colleagues' longer experience, but I shall give 
way no longer. The true policy for me and, I believe, for a com
mittee is to recommend what we feel, after investigation, to be 
right and lea -re Congress to decide the result. Henceforth I am 
going to insist on time in the committee to discuss the question 
of battleships, and I am going to come into the House each 
year that I am here and tell my colleagues what, after earnest 
and careful and painstaking thought and investigation extend
ing over many years, I believe to be the minimum program. 
[Applause.] _ · 

Mr. Chairman, I shall now be yery glnd to answer any ques
tions that may be propounded by a_ny gentleman. I have kept a 
few notes, macle during the remarks of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON], and if I have failed to touch npon 
all of the subjects that he touched upon, -r hope the gentlemen 

here will ask me anything they have in their minds to bring 
them out. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I would 1ike to ask 
the gentleman if he 1s in favor of fixing the time when the Phil
ippines are to be given their independence; and I would like also 
to ask a question respecting the officers necessary to man our 
ships? I understand we lack about 3,000 officers. How would 
the gentleman provide for these officers in case of war? 

Mr. HOBSON. For the office1•s? 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. GREGG of Texas. Three thousand officers? 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. ROBSON. Mr. Chairman, we have not properly organ

ized the personnel of the Navy. That is one of the great re
forms that the Navy needs. I am hoping that we shall have 
the instrumentality before long by which we can proceed-unde1· 
the joint direction of Congress and the Executive, through 
joint boardS, made up ef subcommittees from the Naval ·com-
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mittees of Congress and officers of the Navy, who will investi- in a great war a nation muf.1: have an ocean merchant marine 
gate and report plans for reorganizing tl>.e whole personnel of from which to draw sufficient colliers ancl similar auxiliaries. 
the Navy, plans for reorganizing the nayy yards and naval sta- I hope the time is a pproaching when we shall have a large 
tions, reorganizing the Navy Department and naval administra- merchant marine. In this connection I will remark that the 
tion, and reorganizing the methods of making the annual esti- naval bill to-day as it comes in is the best-balanced bill that 
mates. When such a joint board repoi'tS, it will ha1e worked has come in since I have had the honor of being in Congress. 
out what the number of officers and men should be, and I am It provides six destroyers and six other auxiliaries. I think 
confident the number will be based unon and automatically I may state without im·ol1ing the secrecy of the committee 
made proportional to the tonnage of the-acttre fleet, with a re- proceedings that an effort was made to make the number 16. 
serve personnel proportioned to the tonnag1:; of the reserve fleet. We ha:ve not one destroyer per battleship to-day, not one effi· 
I will say to the gentleman from Michigan that we have to-day cient desh·oyer for a battleship. We ought to ha1e four. 
more than enough officers to man all of our battleships, includ- E1ery time we authorize a new battleship we ought to au· 
ing the old ones and the new, and there need not be any hesita- thorize four destroyers in the same bill. 
tion about providing battleships upon the supposition that we Mr. WILSON bf Pennsylrnnia. Will the gentleman yield for 
would not have enough officers to man all of the ships. When a question? 
we put all ves els in commission when war comes-not only Mr. HOBSON. I will. 
the old battleships and the old monitors and the old cruisers Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman believe 
and the old gunboats, but e·rery other old craft, down to the old it is necessary in time <>f peace to ha1e a well-balanced Navy 
torpedo boats and auxiliary torpedo boats, and all on a war and auxiliaries? 
basis-then we would be about 3,000 officE:rs short. Mr. HOBSON. Certainly I do. 

l\lr. SA.l\IUEL W. SMITH. In the 1\arnl Militia. Mr. WILSON of Pennsylrnnia. Equivalent to what you 
Mr. HOBSON. I would add that with enough officers to man would haye on a war basis? 

the battleships we can improvise from the Naval l\Iilitia for Mr. HOBSON. I certainly do. 
auxiliaries and for mosquito fleets-- Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact that it takes 

l\lr. GREGG of Texas. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like now to a longer time to build a battleship or ~ crui er than it does 
ask the gentleman a question. to build these auxiliaries? 

l\lr. HOBSON. But it is too late when war comes to build Mr. HOBSON. Very much longer. 
battleships. Mr. WILSON of Pennsyl1ania. Then, if it was the purpose 

i\Ir. SAMUEL W. SMITH. l\lr. Chairman, I would like to of the gentleman--
ha Ye the gentleman answer the question respecting the Philip- Mr. HOBSON. That is, the necessary time. 
pines. Mr. WILSO"N' of Pennsylrnnia (continuing). To ha Ye a 

l\fr. HOBSON. l\Ir. Chairman, I belieye that Americans are a Navy to meet emergencies, what is the necessity of having 
unit in wishing the people of the Philippine Islands Godspeed auxiliaries that can be built in a short period of time? 
in their derelopment and are a unit in encouraging their po- Mr. HOBSON. I want to say that my statement was only. 
litical capacity by giying them increasing opportunities to comparative. On a pinch you can build destroyers very much 
exe-rcise it by teaching the child to walk by letting it walk, but more rapidly, but it is very much better not to have to do it. 
I do not believe that we ought to expect a child to rise up out The destroyers ought to be built with the battleships; the 
of swaddling clothes and run a race. [Applause.] I do be- mosquito fleets can be impronsed and, for a maritime nation, 
lieve we are going to protect them as long as American character the colliers to which the gentleman from Illinois referred, but 
is what it is to-day. [Applause.] · in our case, without a merchant marine, it is necessary to 

l\lr. GREGG of Texas. l\lr. Chairman, the gentleman spoke provide colliers in advance. 
something about manning the mosquito fleet. Does the gen- Mr. GREGG of Texas. Is it not a 'fact that it takes about 
tleman count destroyers as part of the mosquito fleet? three months to build a torpedo destroyer? 

l\Ir. HOBSON. No, indeed; and I am glad the gentleman has Mr. HOBSON. I will say to my friend we ha Ye run along 
brought that out, because when you authorize a battleship you about that time. I al o mean to say you do not ham to build 
must not think that finishes the authorization. You ougllt to any a rmor for them or heavy guns, and in number their en
have four destroyers for eYery battleship, and the destroyers gines are standardized. The armor and heavy guns is what 
&ihould be commissioned while the battleship is commissioned. usually takes the longe t time in building the battleships. 
I am glad the gentleman brought that out, and I want to pay Mr. GREGG of Texas. Does not it take 30 months to build 
my respects to him, for he has been a consistent supporter of them now? 
the proposition of ha1ing sufficient of these auxiliaries to go l\Ir. HOBSO:X. It takes about fuat time, a couple of years. · 
along with the battleships. I am sorry that I can not say as l\fr. GREGG of Texas. In stress, can not we build battle-
much for the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON], ships in a comparatively short time? 
antl it is a remarkable fact that men who come in here and l\lr. HOBSON. The gentleman is Yery much mistaken. If 
talk about our lack of auxiliaries as a reason why we ought not I you try to turn out large numbers of battle hips you haT'e to 
to have battleships arc the very men who vote against auxil- consider the question of armor-plate factories and gun factories, 
iaries in the committee. which are not commercial plants, and it takes time to make 

l\lr . . CANNON. l\.Ir. Chairman, I have been 1ery busy in my large extensions of these plants. If we tried to build 20 battle
committee room, and I haye not had the pleasure of listening ships it would probably take four or five years, or even longer 
to the gentleman, but, speaking of auxiliaries, has he discussed on the ayerage. But, if we had to build 10 or 20 or a hundred· 
that question? of these smaller boats, we could turn them out probably in 12 

l\Ir. HOBSON. I ham just gotten to it now. months and later on in 0 or 10 months--
1\fr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, what I do Mr. LOUD. The war would be oYer by that time. 

not know practically about a navy would make a great l\Ir. HOBSON. Yes; under certain condition . 
library-- l\Ir. GREGG of Texas. I understand the gentleman that the 

l\lr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt department is willfully taking 30 months to build something 
him to say that his modesty, with a great deal of valuable that can be built in 12. 
information :from long years in dealing with these problems, is Mr. HOBSON. Oh, no. Does the gentleman ha1e any other 
exceedingly characterisitc and in exh·aordinary contrast with questions to ·ask. 
the astounding wi dom and know-it-all attitude of gentlemen l\Ir. CURLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
opposing this bill, who haw dogmatically settled all the tech- l\Ir. HOBSON. Certainly. 
nical questions from strategy and tactics down to the last test Mr. CURLEY. Ilow long did it take to settle the narnl 
for ballistics of great guns [laughter and applause], while supremacy between Russia and Japan? 
some of them never saw a battleship and have been ·here just l\Ir. HOBSON. Well, the first battle was fought on the 12th 
long enough to sprout their pinfeathers as l\Iembers of this of August bef9Te Port Arthur. Tsushima was fought several 
Honse. months later. 'Var was declared in February, if I remember 
' l\Ir. CANNON. What I wanted to ask was this as a foun- correctly. 
dation of my query of the- gentleman. When that fleet went l\Ir. CURLEY. Then the naval supremacy between Russia 
around the world I was mortified beyond measure that the and Japan was settled in a period of about five months? 
colliers and a num!Jer of other alll.'il.iaries had to sail under a Mr. HOBSON. No. They carried on tho c operations 
foreign flag, and I am anxious to Yote for battleships; but at around Port Arthur a long time before they fought the Battle 
the same time I am anxious to know that in the event of war of Tsushima, and the Russian fleet had to be fitted out at 
that we haye proper auxiliaries, because it takes that class of Cronstadt and come around. If I should guess at it, I should 
ves ·els to utilize the battleships. say about a year . 

.Mr. HOBSON. I am very glad the gentleman brought that l\Ir. CURLEY. How long illu it take to ctue the naval 
point. We are slowly equipping our Navy with colliers, but supremacy between the United States aml , '1 •ain '! 
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Mr. HOBSON. The war was declared about the 21st of my nel!'ves were of c-onrse shattered by the direful foTeboding$ 

April, and the battle of Santiago was· fought orr the 3d of July. of the warlike gentleman: from Alabama. As be stood there, 
Mr. CURLEY. A period of about four montlis, So- that it is with perspiration bmsting from his patriatic visage, he por

po. sible to destroy a navy in about one-fifth the time it takes· trayed what would occur in this benighted country within 12 
to build a destroyer? - morrths from the time he was , then speaking. Twetrn· mouths, 

Mr. HOBSON. T1le gentleman recognizes here that in that or 10 months? Well, a month or two in destroying a great Re
case it was settled by one battle. I will point out to the gen- public Uke this is not eonsidered in the arithmetic of the gen
tleman-and this brings up a very interesting line-the ques- tleman hom Alabama. [Laughter.] He destroys them upon 
tion of these other battleships. There ought to be two· lines of shOTt notice. 
battle, the first line composed of ureadnoughts, the second com- Upon tltlat occasio-n the gentleman from Alabama -wa <le-
posed of older battleships. If two fleets _ of the first line are stroying this Republic with the· grim guns of J upan. I ''on
anywhere near balanced in power, they will both pretty nearly dered then why gentlemen did not go into paroxysms of fear. 
cripple each other. If an appreciable percentage of those It is probab-ly becausei they had heard his prophecies oftener 
dreadnoughts on either side come out unscathed, they will de- than I had. [Laughter.] When he said our ccmntry would be 
termine the control of the sea, but the chances ar-e if it should fiat upon its back in 10 months, and Japan woul'd have- her 
be an eq11al' fleet between America and Japan or .America and· yellow hands upon our white throais, I was :rJ:mo-st persuaded 
Germany, the fair assumption is they would both destroy each to -give him the' two.. battleships. But he said then ju. t what 
other, and then the control of the sea: would rest upon the old- he said a: moment ago; Two battleships were not -worth rt 
time battleshi'ps of the second line that would be in comm:is- baubee. It would take six to do the work. [Laugfite-r ancl 
sion and reaidy. app-Iause.]. . 

Now, tll.€n, a third line· of defense would be- behind those, andJ lUr. Chairma:n, the gentleman from .A.labarna is th~ Don 
there is wh:ere you wouid have the mosquito fle~s. But I will Quixote of this- Congress- when it comes to wa-i- measures. I 
say to the gentleman that the battle between th0se di;ead- do not believe; sir, that we: are in any great danger from the 
noughts will take place very shortly if the inferior fleet is will- nations of Europe. I do not believe that because England Im 
ing to accept battle, so that for your :first line you can only a; greater navy than we have we· sh(l).urd strive to have a Nan 
Utilize- the· destroyers you built in time of peace'. equal te that o·f England. I dO' n-0t believe that We shonl~t 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Will the gentleman _yield? striv~ to have· a; Navy equal to GeTma:nsr's navy. I do not lrnow 
l\fr. HOBSON. I will. much about-wa:i:, and n9t as much about history ns the O'enfle-
1\fr. SAUNDERS. This- who-le matter is: within tile meaning man does-, 'f>nt I do know that En'gTa11d and G€rmany m1tl 

of the word "adequate." Having reference to present condi- _France are a1!ming. th.emselve , and tilat for centuries they rn1ve 
tions, and what yeu think. a reasonable likelihoodl a:s tO' the impo."e11is1ied1 the . taxpayers and tfie· ag1m1!'ia:& populn tio11s o--f. 
future, what ought our building program to be in orde1' to have- their lands to arm themselves in defense~ one against Ule other. 
an adequate Navy? : I cto know that if Germany weTe tg- Jea\e Europe and come o>e1" 

l\Ir. HOBSON. For how lo-ng? into this count1-y .. ma:Iting war upon· the lJnitecl istates sh€ n-o-nl<J 
l\Ir. SAUNDERS. Starting now. be> b~nishedl from the map of Europe: 
Mr. HOBSON. Just as long as Germany and the- It ull i--e. olves itself into this: The· cry is· for ~4.rmie and for 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I mean in the number of ships. I said Navies., and I say tlmt in flie Ifght of biisto-r:v there- fs not a 

having reference· to the present conditions and reasonahle Iikeli- scintilli:u in t:l'l.e histoi·y of tAe nations oi the eatth to jnstify a 
hood of the future, as you view ii:, what ought to be our present standing Army 01· a great Navy in thi Republic. We are 
building program: in order to establish an adequate Navy? separated from th-e p_o-lltics of Em'ope by a great oceaH. .\. 

Mr. HOBSON. I am telling the gentleman-- long as we stay up~n this hernisphere-amp'Ie, indeed it is to 
Mr. SAUNDERS-. l! mean in the number of. ships. support all of the children o:f the generati(i)ns to corne<-and nt-
1\Ir. HOBSON. I am telling him. It would be what Germany tend to our own busi:ness, rm!esS' we a:re rushed! into a wm:· by 

is averaging a year plus what Japan is averaging, making six ron-d-rnouthec.l jmgoes against the> peace- and security and hav
battleships-two of the- battle cruisers and four of the dread- piness of this- eo-untry, we shall 1·emam at peace. [Applause.} 
1;1.-0ug.hts. Mr. Chai-rmlill, :r have .heard a go0d d~al abo-ut economy~ and, 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Om· present Navy is very inad.equa.te, be- being an unsophisticated new .Member, with pimeathcrs scarcelv 
ca:use of that view? sp:routedr I took a go0d deal of it seriously. I h:eard.: ~ go ·1 

Mr. HOBSONr It is fast becoming so. I want to say to· the deal, l say, about economy. But I Ila-re learned two things,. 
gentleman from Mississippi, who was discussing those olcl Mr. Chailrman, in my short service. here. .A mc'In ca:n l.ning 
ships, that if you let a manufacturing plant that is. going to him~elf into disrepute in tl'lis Hou. e m-0re qukkJy by defending 
come in clese competition with another rely upon its old tools the Constitution and o;:iposmg the appropriation bills, thnn by 
and begin to patch up ancl repair those old tools it will soon. any othe:r course that c·an be followed. [Laughter ancl ap~ 
go into- bankruptcy. Under his standstill idea the American pl.a.use.] 
Nation would soon become insolvent as ta national defense: · When the gent1ema.n from- Illinois- (:;\Jr. Foss] began hi ae
[App-lause.} : lightful address, he prefaced his remarks by saying th-at he was 

The CHAIRl\rAJ.~. The time o:fi the- gentleman from Ala-bama gratified that a Democratic Hou e was following the policy 
[Mr. BOBSON] has expired. e tablished by the ReJJUbHca.n Pa:i:ty. Th-e gen.tl-eman'si eritieism 

MESSAGE FRtrM THE SEN.A.TE. · is well taken. The difference between an extravagant Re• 
The committee informally rose; and Mr. DENT Ira:ving taken . P?bl~can and an extrn:':agant Democrat i~ a dlffeTeu-ce· of. prin

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, : ciple,.,. and the cornplim-~nts all go with the Repubhc~fls. 
by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate· . [L~ui:.hter.J Th~ Repl~blicarr wants to uphol~ the protect1ve
had passed bill of the following title, in which the concurrence . tariff . system. He believe&-'-or tells the gullible worl?- that 
of the House of Representatives was requested: ~e beheves'-that you can make people· prosperous by taxrng the· 

S. 8414. An act to authorize aids to navigation and other . ~ights out of the~ [applause]', and that all you have g@-t to do 
works in the Lighthouse Serviee, and for othe:r pm'}Joses. 

1 
is to tax everythmg. and everybody anCL thereby make the coun-
try wax fat and h-appy. [Laughter.] 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL · But we. Democtats have ta.ken the oth-en view. 'l'here is not 
'I'he committee resumed its session. a Democrai: on the floor of this He>use who has n0t told the 
Mr. GREGG of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes of CBYntry that for evei·y dollar we take out of the po-ckets of tlle 

my time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DIES], and after people by this_ protective-tarifE tax and get into the Trea ury of 
that I yield another 30 minutes to- the gentleman :from Illi- : the United States, it costs the American people· $5 to com~ct it. 
n-ois [Mr. GRAHAM]. Then, if wha1 I have said is true, we bave an awful account-

n.IF. DIES. Mr. Chairman, the conceptio-n of the gentleman. ing to give: to the people when they come to judge us for the 
from .Alabama [l\fr. IloBSON] of an ideal nation is a large deeds done in, the Sixty-second €longress. 
number of very large battleships surrounded by a sufficient . I do- not know by just how many hundl·ed millions the appro· 
amount of land for coaling stations. [Laughter and applause.] pr1ations of this. Congress will exceed the -appropriations of 
But I must thank him for relieving my nerves dlIFing the course the last Republican Congress, but I do know that we started off 

_of hls remarks. He throws one of these fits annually upon the with a pork-barrel pension bill that increased the pensions of 
occasion of the bringing in of the naval appropriation bill. this country some $4-0,000,000 or $50,00-0,000. We promised then 

Now, I am one of those gentlemen, like my friend :from Mis- that the pork-barrel feature of private pension bills would be 
sissippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON], who has scarcely sprouteci his dispensed with, but still every Member comes in and gets his 
pin feathers, but I have already been here long enough te> hear · pork from the Pension- Committee when the time rolls around. 
one of the gentleman's prophecies made when he wanted a So as to the other pork-barrel bills that come before this body. 
larger appropriation for battleships. And, being a new Member, , E_~ery ~an ~ust have his p~~:_!>~~~~~ ~~is little town; it is ! 
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immaterial whether it has 700 or 7,000 people, according to 
statements made on the floor of the House. He must have it. 
If it costs $100,000, according to our Democratic theory it costs 
the taxpayers $500,000. The trouble about these pork-barrel 
bills is this, that the committee practice that is followed is 
" Equal rights for every member of the committee, and special 
pririleges to nobody else." [Laughter.] I do wish and I do 
feryently pray that the time may come when a public-building 
bill will be made according to the population and post-office 
receipts at the place where it is proposed to establish the 
building, and I do hope the time ..may coJDe when it may be 
an automatic matter, so that when a town reaches a certain 
. ize and the receipts are a certain amount, the building may 
result. I say, and I measure my words when I say it, that 
these pork-barrel bills are a stench in the nostrils of the Amer
ican people. [Applause.] I know that they are gotten up for 
the 11l'otection of the Members. I know that there is a powerful 
temptation and a powerful force behind their organization, but 
that temptation ought to be remoyed. 

I am not as much of an economist now as I was when I first 
came here. [Laughter.] I haye seen so much grand and 
petit larceny that I am like a soldier who has witnessed bloody 
carnage on many battlefields. I look upon a litle larceny with 
more complacency than I formerly did. [Laughter.] My feel
ings on that subject remind me of what occurred when I was a 
boy. I hope I may be permitted to rescue a dumb brute from 
some little obscurity. I was raised in the cross timbers of 
Texas; that is, with the prairie on one side and the timber of 
the woodlands on the othel·. We had a little farm of 114! acres 
in the timber belt. We had a good rabbit dog that we called 
Hunter, and a faithful dog he was. He was part Newfound
land and part shepherd, and old Hunter, on good, le\el ground, 
could catch a cottontail rabbit in anywhere from 200 to 250 
yards, and on plowed ground he only wanted 60 or 70 yards 
to catch him. As we boys grew up we needed a little more land 
to cultivate and my father rented a little farm over in the 
prairie section, and we carried old Hunter over with the wagon 
and plows. Over on the prairie they bad what they called 
the mule-eared rabbits, and they said it took a fast dog to make 
one of them put down his fourth leg. [Laughter.] It was 
not more than a few hours before one of these mule-eared rab
bits got up, and old Hunter took after him, and he made a 
noise about like a flock of quail flying. He ran the rabbit for 
a mile or a mlle and a half, and in an hour or so he came back 
with his tongue hanging out, and he was shaking all over, and 
he lay down under the wagon and stayed very quiet. 

The next day a mule-eared rabbit got up in fTont of him, and 
he ran him about 200 yards and came back. By the end of the 
third day the rabbits could play all around old Hunter and he 
would just raise his head and look at them, but would not stir 
a step. [Laughter.] I remember when I first came here some 
one ran into the cloakroom and said the House was about to 
squander $10,000,000. I jumped up and. bounded into the Hall 
and ran down the aisle and shook everybody as if the Capitol 
was on fire, and I said, "The people are about to be robbed of 
$10,000,000." But now, Mr. Chairman, it can be announced in 
the cloakroom that they are about to be filched out of $50,-
000,000 and, like old Hunter, the l\Iembers just barely look up. 
[Laughter.] 

But, 1\Ir. Chairman, while we are engaged in the erection of 
all these magnificent stone structures in Pumpkin.ville and other 
great centers of the country for our political safety, it is well 
fo take a little peep into the future as to what people are going 
to do when we pres~nt them with the bill at the next election. 
They have authorized us now to levy and collect an income tax. 
We are likely to start out '\\1th $5,000 or $6,000 as the minimum 
income which wiil be taxed; but e\en though the tax collector 
only looks for men with $5,000 incomes, he Will find a man or 
two in eyery one of these 1itt1e towns in the South and the 
East and the West and the North, and I want to say that when 
a tax: collector, authorized by Congress, .taps thi3 gentleman on 
the shoulder and says, " l\Ir. Brown, we want a couple of hun
dred from you;" "l\fr. Smith, we would like to have $10,000 from 
you "-I am not referring to any one of my colleagues, but speak
ing figuratively-the gentlemen who pay this tax will be a 
powerful adYance army fighting for economy in this country. 
They are going to say, "Why did they build that public 
building down in that little town O\el' in RoDDENBERY's district, 
where there are only 2,000 people?" They are going to say that 
there is $65,000 at 3 per cent interest, there is a janitor, there 
is the insurance, and there is all this expense, and they are 
going to wonder what sort of economy it is to spend these vast 
sums of money in towns where the rents are not equal to one
teuth of 1 per cent of the interest on the money. Aud so it is 
all along the line of appropriation bills. I wish, l\lr. Chairman, 

and I look forward with pleasure to the time when the in
come tax shall be deYeloped, as it is sme to be developed, in 
this country. As a matter of principle and justice, a man ought 
to pay taxes on what he o"·us and not on what he consume~. 
and as soon as our indu tries can all be made to stand alone and 
gradually from year to year we de-relop the income tax, we can 
take the money from the men who have money, taking a part of 
the income-if it is a little income, taking a little, and if it is 
a big incqme we will take a lot. They mll hang a great many 
of the economists who passed the bill, but it will be a good 
thing for the American people. [Laughter.] 

You will go home and face an outraged constituency. They 
will not meet you with brass bands and ask you if you got that 
~propriation for Mud Creek, to dredge it out where it is knee
deep, but they will meet .you with a frown and a tax recejpt 
in their hands, and ask you why you sent the tax collector for 
these amounts to squander in needless appropriations. 

Oh, the Republican Party has searched for every excuse to 
spend money as a prop_ for the protecti\e-tariff system, and, as 
was truly said on the floor of the House, that in order to bolster 
up the protective system the Republican Party would be :willing 
to collect the money and put it in tugboats and carry it out 
and sink it in the ocean in order to sustain the stock argument 
that they believe that prosperity is based on the protecti\e 
system, and to tax the people is to increase prosperity. 

Now mark you, Mr. Chairman and µiy Democratic f1,fonds, 
our position is . rnstly different. We believe that a tariff is 
robbery. I want to see a system of direct taxation that will 
girn pause to the tendency of the times to the increase of Federal 
activity. 

You know at the last Congress we almost embarked on a good
roads system. That will con'l.e next. The public buildings and 
pensions are here. Now I want to pay a compliment to the 
old Union soldiers of this great Republic. l\fr. Chairman, . they 
not only saved the Government in the time of war but they ha\e 
sa\ed it in tiine· of peace, because if they had asked this Con
gress for the Capitol and all the wealth of the Nation they 
would have gotten it by a large majority. [Laughter and ap
plause.] Considering their opportunity, considering the flexible 
nature Of the Congress, I wonder at the tremendous moderation 
of the Union soldiers rather than at their excess. I think they 
are to be ·complimented if they ha\e not come iii and asked for 
one hundred and fifty billions instead of a hundred and fifty 
millions. · 

There is going to be a great amount of wailin"' and gnashing 
of teeth at the next election. Now, I do not think for a moment 
that our friend RoDDE.NBERY has done the Democratic Party a 
bit of harm. I wish they would keep talking about it. He said 
no more now than every Republican will say when it comes to 
the next election. He said there is no bridle on Congress, and 
there is none. For one, I doubted the wisdom of taki.ng the 
power fTom the Speaker, because I thought it was necessary to 
lodge the responsibility somewhere that there might be a check 
on the committees of this House. If the Speaker had had the 
power that the previous Speaker had, while perhaps he would 
not have wielded it with such harshness and such unpopularity, 
still he would ha-re been in a position to have said to the e com
mittees, "Thus far shalt thou go and no further." But, J\Ir. 
Chairman, I do not know how far the appropriations will go, 
The gentleman from Alabama wants six battleships, and- they 
are likely to get two. Of course, the Republicans want to get 
us into all the folly they can. They were too wise to appro
priate for battleships, too wise to let the public buildings get 
so large as to be a stench in the nostrils of e\ery decent man. 

They were too wise to let the pork barrels run riot, but 
rather the old gentleman who was in the chair at that time. 
the distinguished gentleman from Tilinois [Mr. CANNON], of 
blessed memory-and his fame will grow in this country-sat 
upon the lid and kept it down to within proportions that the 
constituencies of the country would stand for. But there is 
nobody on the lid now, l\Ir. Ohairman, ·and there is going to be 
an explosion. If you do not cut out this public-building bill, 
which will carry forty or fifty million when it gets back from 
the other end of the Capitol, and if you do not watch the li"rer 
and harbor bil1, if you do not get on your knees and pray to the 
economists who are in charge of the pension measures, · if you 
do not do something to pa1·e these appropriation bills, we will 
be known as the party who made more promises and more ap
propriations than any party which ever had charge of the Fed
eral Government. [Laughter and applause.] I do not want this 
Go\ernment to go to building public buildings in every Yillage in 
the country. I do not want it to go about undertaking to make 
navigable the dry creeks and small streams of this country, 
and, with all due respect to my economic friend from Missouri 
[Mr. SHACKLEFORD], I do not want it to go into the road-
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overseer business or the business of building public roads in 
thi counh·y. The pension bill, the public-building bill, the 
ri..-er and harbor bill, would be but as one hog jowl compared 
to the barrel of pork that we would ha-rn if they e..-er get a bill 
known as the public-roads bill. [Laughter · and applause.] 
Think of what it will amount to. Every member of the com
mittee will get a hundred miles of road, and e..-ery other gentle
man, in proportion to his standing, will get from 30 to 40 or 50 
or GO miles. l\fr. Chairman, I belie..-e in economy. I do not want 
the kind of Nation that my friend from Alabama [Mr. HoBsoN] 
wants. I do not want an Army of hundreds of thousands of 
bristling bayonets and an ocean dotted with tremendous, frown
ing guns on dreadnoughts. I would rather that we would stay 
on this God-blessed land, between the oceans, away from the 

·politics of Europe. I wish we could get rid of our miserable 
little pickaninny holdings in the Pacific Ocean. We have no 
business with them. They are 8,000 miles from our shores. I 
do not know where Pearl Harbor is. The gentleman says who
e..-er gets Pearl Harbor will determine whether the race shall 
be white or black. [Laughter and applause.] Think of it, 
l\fr. Chairman. Awful contemplation! I do 11ot 1.."llow where 
Pearl Harbor is, and yet the gentleman tells us if the yellow 
race gets it we will be yellow, and that it is up to the white 
race to appropriate all of their earthly possessions to build 
battleships to hold Pearl Harbor. Do you know we need a good 
<leal of common sense in the Congress of this Nation? and we 
have got it, too. 

Ninety millions of people, the greatest land thieves in the 
world, descended from the greatest land thieves of history, are 
not going to be driven off an inch of this tremendous country. 
We are here. We ha,e dri,en back all of the foes of our fire
sides in the years that are gone. We have marshaled armies on 
the field of battle. We ha\e met foreign countries when there 
were but three or fonr or fi\·e million of us, and from the 
is ue of those conflicts has risen this great Republic. It is child
ish, it is foolish, to talk about these 90,000,000 of free people, 
practically the only republic in the world, giving away their 
history and traditions, going step by step to a military go>ern
ment, because some gentleman in his fe,ered imagination has 
heard something that a war college said might happen to the 
country. [Laughter and applause.] We can drive back any 
force upon this earth. So long as we uphold liberty in this 
country, so long as we uphold the equality of man in this Repub
lic, all of the nations of the earth could not come on this soil 
and destroy the liberties of the people, and we ought not to want 
to wage a foreign war. 

l\Ir. Chairman, instead of profiting by the lessons of history, 
which teach that nayies and armies and generals are the bane 
and foe of liberty, instead of staying on this continent and at
tending to o-µr own busines , rearing schoolhouses and churches 
and teaching the rising generation to love and watch their liber
ties and to practice a derntion to their institutions, we are find
ing ways to build a great na\y and a great army. We are 
tricked in this way and that way. We girn our wealth to build 
a Panama Canal, to haYe a general come up with his epaulets 
and blandly advise us, "Now you ha\e done that which means 
au addition of 25,000 to the standing army." We ha>e been 
begged to build the Panama Canal, and then we are assured 
by gentlemen that in order to hold it we have to have a great 
navy at each end of it. I do not believe that. If the whole 
world is in conspiracy against us and the size of the navy 
shall determine the color of the race, we may not be yellow as 
the gentleman surmises, but we will undoubtedly be English 
again, because we will never be able to build a navy as large as 
England. I wish gentlemen could get rid of this nightmare, not 
only the gentleman with the grand nightmare, but gentlemen 
with little nightmares all over the land. [Laughter.] I wish 
they could get it out of their heads that we must stand here 
trembling because we are about to be invaded. Who wants to 
im·ade us, except to buy our cotton and corn and beef-and 
marry our rich girls? [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, I challenge the historians of this House to 
point to a single nation that eyer existed upon the earth that 
was completely fitted b:.r geography to do without an army and 
nayy to maintain free institutions, except the United States. 

France can not do it; she ha got to have an army and a navy. 
Germany can not do it, England can not do it, Japan can not do 
it, but God has placed us upon this continent, separated from 
the world by seas and impassable barriers of nature, and if we 
run to military seed, as eYery other republic has done in the 
past, if some general-some Diaz or Huerta-comes on horse
back, and fina11y this Republic goes down in the night of military 
de potism, as every republic in e>ery age of the world has done, 
we will owe it to the fantastic Don Quixotes who tax the people 
to fight windmills of their own imagination. [Applause.] 

XLIX--234 

l\fr. FOSS. l\fr. Ch:i.irman; I reserved a portion of my time, 
and· I desire to yield it to the gentleman from l\Iichigan [:i\Ir. 
Loun]. 

1\Ir. LOUD. l\Ir. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl\ania 
[l\Ir. BATES] in his remarks made some comparison between the 
ships of our Navy at the time of the Spanish-American War 
and the battleships of to-day. It reminded me that when I was 
at Annapolis on the Board of Visitors, in conversation, a gentle
men-a civilian, but who was a graduate of the Na>al Acad
emy-said to me, "Do you know that a battleship of to-day is 
equal to 60 Oregons of the Spanish-American War?" I was 
astounded, and I said, "I think you are somewhat radical." 
He said, "You think of it and see"; and so I did study it 
afterwards, and I want to give you the result of my thought 
upon that subject. 

A.s I looJFed into it I found that the guns of our Navy to-day 
are double the efficiency of the guns of 15 years ago. The 14-
inch guns of our battleships to-day carry shot weighing four
teen hundred and odd pounds. The 13-inch guns of the Ot·egon 
carry 1,130 pounds. The 13-inch guns of those days were 35 
calibers in length, and our 14-inch guns are now 45. We now 
haye a muzzle energy and penetrating force of over double what 
we had then. So much for the guns. 

The battleship Pennsyl'lianw of to-day will carry 12 guns. 
The Oregon carried 4, so we have three times the number of 
guns on the battleship of to-day we had then, and three 
times two makes six-six times the efficiency we had at the 
time of the Spanish-American War. Then, at the time of the 
Spanish-American War, we could load and fire the 13-inch glIDS 
once in five minutes. Now we can load and fire three times in 
one minute. Speed in operating the guns is :fifteen times as 
much as it was then. Fifteen times six makes ninety. There 
you have a little more than the 60 of my friend; you ha\e 90. 

Then, again, the accuracy of our gunners. We find that in 
those days the average percentage of hits was 3 to5percent, but 
for comparison we will give it the larger number of 5 per cent. 
To-day it is upward of 50 per cent, or ten times the accuracy we 
had then. , Ten times ninety makes nine hundred. I am not go
ing to tell you a battleship of to-day is equal to 900 01·egons, 
but I am giving you the :figures and you can draw your own con
clusions. It only goes to show that skill and brains have gone 
into the building of our ships and what magnificent results they, 
ham brought forth. We now have larger ships-two or three 
times larger. We now have heavier armor on our ships, aud our 
ships have 5 knots greater speed than they had at iliat time. 
The battleship range then was from 3 to 5 miles, and the Oregon 
in its longest shot, made at the Battle of . Santiago, carried an 
elevation for 10,000 yards. Now the range of our 14-inch gtms 
is at least 21,000 yards and a battle mnge of from 8 to 10 
miles. So much for the ships of those days and the ships of 

--to-day. I do not argue that the ships built by other countries 
have not been making the same advance. They, too, have been 
building better ships, and we must not underrate the ships of 
other countries 

Now, what is the amount that we should expend? Our bill 
carries $146,000,000. We find Great Britain spent last year 
$228,430,064, and the year before $216,000,000, and the year 
before $197 ,000,000. Germany spent, a year ago, $110,715,043, 
and the year before $107,000,000. France spent $81,692,832, and 
the year before $ 0,371.,109. Japan spent, 1912-13, $46,158,216, 
the largest amount, I think, that they ha>e ever spent in one 
year. Now, there are two things to which I desire to call at
tention concerning the amount of money spent on the navy in 
those countries. In the first place, Japan, for instance. in its 
financial condition after the Russo-Japanese War, has had far 
greater difficulty in bearing the expense of $46,000,000, with the 
smaller population of that country, than $146,600,000 is with us, 
the richest nation on the whole face of the globe. 

Not only that, but $4G,OOO,OOO in Japan will go two or three 
times as far as that amount would in the United States, and 
the same in smaller measure can be said of Germany The 
amount of $110,000,000 in Germany will go at least 50 per cent 
further, because most of it in the final analysis goes to labor, 
which is far cheaper in that country than in this. That is 
equivalent to a good deal more than $146,000,000 in this coun
try. How much shall we spend? We should spend enough to 
maintain the honor of this country, to maintain a Navy large 
enough to guard us from an danger from any other country. 
When you ask what size of Nacy I would advocate, I belie>e 
with the importance of this counh·y and our great wealth, the 
richest nation in the "-orld. that we should stand at least sec
ond among the nations of the earth. [Applause.] If we stand 
second to Great Britain we need not hnse O\er half their naval 
strength and still be stronger than Germany, the now second 
power. 
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When we compare the ,navies of the· various countrles th~re 
are same facts which I think it would be well for us to con
sider and which I desire to put into the IlECORD. We find that 
in capital ships-battleships and battle cruisers-built and 
building by the various powers that Englanu will have 76, with 
a tonnage of 1,417,935; Germany, 43 capital ships, with a ton
n:ige of 766,894; while the United States will have 37 ships, 
with a tonnage of 610 796; France, 27 capital ships, with a 
tonnage of 447,649; and Japan 20 ships, with a tonnage of 
372,9 O. While England will have 76 ships and Germany 43 
and we 37, do not overlook the fact that the average tonnage 
of the English ships will l:>e 2,000 tons more than our own. 
The German ships will average more than 1,000 tons per ship 
than ours. When we take the dreadnoughts that are built or 
buiding we find that England will have 25, with a tonnag~ of 
580 350 - Germany 17, with a tonnage of 384,730; the Umted 
States h, with a tonnage of 276,650. Of battle cruisers, Eng
land 11, with a tonnage of 248,300; Germany 6, with a tonnage 
of 139,364.; with the United State , none at all; Japan 4, of 
110,000 tons. 1 ,, 

It is not because we do not want battle cruisers. They are 
strongly advocated by our naval board and by the Secretary 
of the Navy, but"believing that the House would not consider 
any more than two battleships we have had to strike them out 
of this bill in the committee. I hope the day will come, and 
come soon, when we can have not only battleships but have a 
reasonable number of swift battle cruisers to go in our ,:fleet 
As far as other cruisers are concerned, England has 124, with a 
tonnage of 873,475; Germany 52, with a tonnage of 256,946; the 
United States 26, with a tonnage of 223,055; France 31, with a 
tonnage of 256,375; and Japan 27, with a tonnage of 108,813. 

We have the smallest number of any of the frre powers. 
England bas 124, Germany 52, France 31, Japan 27, the United 
States 26. 

Of torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers England has 
233, with a tonnage of 147,074; Germany 140, with a tonnage of 
73,804; the United States 50, with a tonnage of 37,815; France 
241, with a tonnage of 52,046; and Japan 112, with .a. tonnage 
of 28,441. 

This illuminates the subject of auxiliaries, which has been 
discussed here upon the floor, showing how poor we are in 
auxiliaries as compared with the other navies of the world. 

In snbmarines England has 86, with a tonnage of 39,508; 
Germany has 32, with a tonnage of 15,340; United States 39, 
with a tonage of 13,781; France 109, with a tonnage of 35,259; 
and Japan 16, with a tonnage of 4,434. In total tonnage built 
and building here are ' the comparative :figures~ England, 2,478,-
152 tons; Germany, 1,124,257 tons; United States, 898,345 tons; 
France, 806,72D tons; Japan, 613,724 tons. 

In every line, large and small, we stand far below the second 
nation-Germany. It is not for me to pose as an authority be
fore this House as to what we shouRI. ha·rn as a Navy. I know 
you would prefer some higher authority, and I ha\e it here on 
my desk. 

At the time of the Spanish-American Wa:r it so happened 
that I was on the other side of the globe, and it also hffppened 
that I was in Dewey's fleet. I had the opportunity-a glorious 
memory to me-of seeing the personnel of our Navy in action, 
and it was a sight that would delight any patriot's heart to 
see how our men and officers carried themselves on that crucial 
day in far-off l\1anila Bay. [Applause.] While one admired 
every man in that fleet, officer and enlisted man, yet one carried 
away great admiration and love and respect for the grand man 
who commanded that fleet and who won that victory, ·utterly 
destroying the Spanish fleet without the Joss of a single Ameri
can life. [Applause.] And surely that man, who is now pro-. 
rooted to the head of this Navy of ours, who stands as the 
president of the General Board, is so respected that his opinion 
js worth consideration by e\ery Member of this House. I am 
going to read in my time the views of Admiral Dewey upon the 
size of the Navy which be would recommend, and this article 
was published a week ago last Sunday in 11 of the largest news
papers of the country. 

Ile says: 
Admiral Mahan has stated that the size of the Navy must be deter

mined not so much by what a nation is willing to accomplish as by 
what it is willing or unwilling to concede in respect to national policies. 

The United States must, therefore, measure its strength with the 
nations that are most likely to oppose our policies, and this strength 
must be judged by comparative and not by absolute strength. 

The nited States Navy at present ranks third, with Great Britain 
and Germany first and second, respectively, and France fourth. With 
the de.finite building programs possessed by Great Britain, Germany, 
France, and J"apan, the United States will soon drop to fourth place. 
The General Board o:f the Navy (of which I am president) recommended 
as early as 1903 that the ultimate strength of the United States Navy 
should be 48 battleships with the necessary auxiliaries, and this policy 
has been consistently advocated from year to year, 

Dreadnoughts must constitute the basis of oar building program. At 
the present time the United States and Germany are nearly equal 1n 
capital ships now built or building; but we will soon be third. At the 
rate of two battleships each year, the United States in 1!>21 will have 
35 dreadnoughts and pre-dreadnoughts; Germany, according to het' 
1911 program, 55 ; and J"apan, as nearly- as can be determined 36 
Situated as we a.re with such an extensive coast line and interests in the 
Atlantic and Pacific, our Navy must be prep:1red for an enemy in either 
ocean. 

PAXAMA THE YEW NAVAL KEY. 

The Panama Canal, howe-ver, will be of immense military advahta"'e 
to ns, because it will enable the concentration of the fleet on eith:r 
coast in a much shorter time. Without the canal, to insm·e naval su_
premacy we should possess- a fleet in each ocean superior to that o! 
our most probable enemy in that ocean. With the completion of the 
C~'l.l,_ the United. S1!ttes, due to its ownership, assumes new respon
sibilities and obhgabons. It must exercise military control of and 
maintain peace in the Canal Zone and its vicinity. Ow.· traditional 
Monroe doctrine and the open-doo1· policy must be supported. We must 
be prepared to defend these policies and be ready to defeat any an
tagonist likely to challenge them. This can only be done by having a 
Navy adequate to meet any sudden emergency. 

And here is a word-" adequate "-which is the verv crux of 
the whole matter: · 

By " adequate" is meant a navy powerful enough to seek and destroy 
that of the e~emy . 

. Wars are certain _to come, and the Nation must be prepared. The 
history of alJ ages nas shown that the proper provision tor peace is 
p_reparedness for war. A large navy makes for , peace and is an essen
tial as. ct to the nation posses ing it. National supineness has cost us 
much rn the past, and we can not afford to have it repeated. 

WMK NATIES HATE SPELLED DEFEAT. 

Cornwallis was not properly suppo1·ted by the navy. Consequently 
Rngland lost her colonies. Napoleon - fell because Villeneuve was no 
match for Nelson. The Confederacy lost because the Fede1·al Navy 
blocJn~ded all its pods, shutting off. supplies and revenues. - After 
Sp2.1Il s Navy was destroyed her colonies were no longer tenable. The 
defeat of the Rus ian Navy by tbe Japanese dec.ided the Rusgo-Japane o 
War. ltnly in its recent war had command of the sea, and 'l'urkey 
had to make peace. The Greek Navy at the present time has been a 
powerful factor in the success of the Balkan States against Turkey. 

· To have a weak navy courts attack, disaster, and defeat. Diplomatic 
demands in international a1Iairs will be heeded only if a nation bas the
neeessary force to back them up. The navy is ll.ll .important factor In 
international settlements. This Nation can not afford to be content 
to have its Navy relegated to fourth or fifth place, 

The Spanish-American War, which lasted about 100 days, eost us 
approximately $50~,ooo,ooo, or about four times the total annual ex
penditure :for the .Navy, and this does not include the yearly pensions 
i·esultini? therefrom, to say nothin.~. of the lives sacrificed. Fifty mil
lion dol1ars properly spent on barneships preceding 1808 would have 
ma,de this war a hopeless undertaking f9r Spain. 

OUR STATDU\G BEFORE THE WORLI>. 

The United States in recent years has become a world power, neces
sitating the assuming of co1'I"e pondin~ responsibilities. These obliga
tions our representative citizens are willing to accept. but turn to our 
military experts for guidance ; and their studies, and not politieal oi: 
economic conditions must decide. 

We must have a Navy. not to wage but to prevent war. It must be 
a. well-tralanced Navy-that is, battleships, with the proper proportion 
of auxiliaries, such as destroyers, scouts, supply and repair ships, etc. ; 
but battleships are paramount, and the building of them must continue. 
It requires three years to build a battleship, and they can not be. 
bought or improvised. - Battleships deteriorate and become ob olete in 
time, so that provision must be made to replace those in service. Care
fully stud~ed and scientific preparation for war must be made in times 
of pea~ by onr naval officers. bat Congress must provide them with the 
necessaJ.'Y shtps. If they fa.il in this, when war comes-as it surely 
will-the Nation will not be entitled to win success, but onJy humilia
tion and defeat 

Mr. Chairman, daring the existence of our country, in 137 
years we haye been engaged in a war six different time , on 
the average once in e-'"ery 23 years; and according to the law of 
chances it is surely living in a fool's paradise to say that be
cause we are at peace to-day there is no danger of war here-
after. • 

The condition in our country to-day is a good e±ample of 
what is liable to come to us at any time. A year ago no one 
would ha ye thought of such a thing as our being embroiled or 
brought into war with our neighbor on the South, and yet for 
the last 10 days we ha•e been on the Tery brink of it, and we are 
now drawing a long sigh of relief, hoping that the danger has 
passed and that war will not come to us again at this time. 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, a year ago we were in ju t as much 
danger -of being embroiled in a war with the countries of Euro11e 
as we ha'"e recently been in danger of becoming embroiled 
with Mexico. God forbid that the day will ever come, but on 
the law of chanc~s we must expect that sooner or later we shall 
have a war with some other country. 

I was not here in Washington, or, indeed, in this part of the 
world, when the Spanish-American War began; but one who is 
near and dear to me sat in the gallery yonder and heard right 
here upon this floor Members upon that side demand an imme
diate declaration of war against Spain, and because our good 
President would not at the moment consent he was vilified 
upon this floor and called all the names that congressicmal 
etiquette would permit here. He was vilified as much as a man 
could be simply because he would not declare war as soon as 
they wanted it right here, and he was burned, as I under tand, 
in effigy in some parts of the country because it was thought 

• 
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that he lacked the proper resolution. I do not know how to 
state the reason in decorous terms, but he was vilified because 
he would not declare war when they demanded it. And when 
a month had gone by and he, in the meantime, with his Secre-, 
tary of the Navy and Secretary of War, had made the prepara
tions that were needed, war was declared, and from that day 
to this not a man in the United States has ever criticized our 
splendid Presideut, William McKinley, because he did not de
clare war when it was first demanded. [Applause.] And those 
who object most to preparing for war and object most to the 
proper upbuilding of our American Navy would be the very 
first, if a crisis came, to complain of our unpreparedness. It is 
the duty of every patriotic citizen of this country, I believe, 
to stand by the Navy, because when war does come, as it will, 
it must come primarily upon the sea. This will probably be 
the last time I shall ever have a chance to •ote for battleships, 
but if L. had my way I would gladly Yote for three this year 
to make up for the deficiency of last rear, and I would continue 
the policy of two or more battleships year in and year out until 
we had a Navy fully equal or a little superior to that of any 
other power in the world except England. [Applause.] 

Let me repeat with emphasis, and call it my swan song if you 
will, I belie\e it is the duty. of this country to stand at least 
second among the nations of the earth as a naval power. 
[Applause.] 

lUr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from :Mississippi [l\lr. HARRISON]. 

[:Mr. HARRISON of l\Iississippi addres ed the committee. 
See Appendix.] 

:Mr. PADGE'l'T. I yield to the gentleman from Washington 
[l\Ir. W ABBURTON]. 

[1\Ir. WARBURTON addressed the committee. See Appen
dL~.] 

l\lr. PADGETT. 1\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
close general debate on the nayal bill at this time, so that we 
may begin reading tlle bill under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on the naval bill do now 
close. 

Mr. GRAHAM. :Mr. Chairman, I object. 
lUr. PADGET'l'. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now ri..;e. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the clmir, l\Ir. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Committee 
of tlle Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee hall lmcl under consideration the bill (H. R. 
22 12) makiu~ nt)l)l"Opriations for the nayal service for the 
fiscal year emliug Jnne 30. 1914, and for other purposes, and 
hncl ccme to no re:o1ntion thereon. 

Mr. r.ADGE1TT. l\Ir. S11enker, I move that the House resol>e 
it e1f into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the lJ uion for tlie further consideration of the naYal appropria
tion bill. antl pending that, motion I mo>e that general debate 
on the IJill IJe now closed. On that motion I demand the pre
,·ious question. 

l\lr. SAU~DERS. l\Ir. Speaker, I mo-rn that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by l\fr. 
PADGETT) , there were-ayes 28, noes 20. 

.Mr. PADGETT. l\fr, Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays "Were ordered. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Dming the call, 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

vacate the roll caJl and all proceedings connected theremth, and 
that general debate on the naval appropriation bill close at the· 
expiration of two hours on Monday. 

l\Ir. l\1URRAY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
"Would like to inquire if the standing order of the House to 
meet at .10.30 o'clock applies on l\Ionday? · 

The SPF...AKER. It does. The House meets to-morrow-Sun
day-at 12 o'clock for eulogies, but that does not interfere with 
this request. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unanimous 
con ent to vacate this roll call and all proceedings connected 
therewith, and further asks unanimous consent that general de
bate on the naval bill on Monday shall not exceed two hours. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The, Chair hears none. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

l\!r. TALCOTT of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence for three days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ORA YENS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined ancl found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 26279. An act granting the Fifth-Third National Bank 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, the right to use original charter No. 20; and 

H. It. 20102. An act relating to proof of signatures and hand
writing. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 

title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 8414. An act to authorize aids to navigation and other 
works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT E"OR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. CR.A. VEXS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re· 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 26648. An act for the relief of Da Yid Crowther ; 
H. R. 3957. An act for the relief of Isaac Thompson; 
H. R. 17260. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to es

tablish in the Department of the Interior a Bureau of Mines," 
approved May 16, 1910 ; ,, 

II. R. 28187. An act to authorize the construction, mainte
nance, and operation of a bridge across and o\er the Great 
Kanawha, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 27837. An act to authorize the Buckhannon & Northern 
Railroad Co. to construct and operate a bridge across the 
Monongahela River, in the State of West Virginia; 

H. R. 21220. An act to extend the po"Wer of the Commissioner 
General of Immigration, subject to the approval of the Secre
tary of Commerce and Labor; 

H. R. 26812 . .An act to provide for selection by the State of 
Idaho of phosphate and oil lands; and 

H. n. 23293. An act for the protection of the water supply of 
the city of Colorado Springs and the town of l\Ianitou, Colo. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. PADGETT. l\Ir. Speaker, I moye that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 54 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Sunday, 
February 23, 1913, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUXICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communication.'3 

were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fo)lows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 

letter from the Chief of · Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of Wills Strait, Casco Bay, l\Ie. (H. Doc. No. 1416) ; to 
the Committee on RiYers and .Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
suney of Sulphur River, Tex. and Ark. (H. Doc. No. 1418); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Attorney _ General of the 
United. States submitting supplemental estimate of appropria
tions required by the Department of Justice for the fiscal years 
1912 and 1913 (H. Doc. No. 1417); to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OE: CO~:Il\IITTEES OX PUBLIC BILLS A1\TD 
RESOLUTIOXS. 

l.Jnder clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol
lowing titles "Were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the 'Clerk, and referred to the seYeral calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

1\Ir. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which "Was referred the bill (H. R. 28764) ·to amend section 2 
of an act entitled "An act regulating fees and costs, .and for 
other purposes," approved February 22, 1875, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1567), which 
said bill and report "Were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to "Which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 28809) to provide for the punishment of certain 
crimes against the United States, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1566), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 



3712 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. FEBRUARY 22, 

He also, from the ame committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( H. R. 2 765) to amend section 44 of an act approved 
March 4, 1909, entitled "An act to codify, revise, and amend 
the penal Jaws of the United States," reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a repo:rt (No. 1565), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill ( S. 7 02) to amend section 103 of the act entitled "An act 
to codify, revi e, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary," 
approved "l\1arch 3, 1911, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1568), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, Al\"'D ME::\IORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Ilule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred :is follows: 

By l\lr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 28838) to establish a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on the 
Merchant and Marine and Fish&ies. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 28839) pro
viding for the election of postmasters in second and third class 
po t offices; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By l\lr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 28840) authorizing the 
consti·uction of a railroad bridge across the St. John River be
tween the town of Van Buren, Me., and the parish of St. Leon
ards, Pl'Ovince of New Brunswick, Dominion of Canada; to the 
Committee on Inter tate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bilJ (H. R. 28841) providing that the 
Director of the Bm·eau of Engraving and Printing shall be a 
practical plate printer; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By l\lr. FLOYD of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 28842) to improve 
the postal service and to fix the salaries of postmasters of the 
fourth class ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. P.A.IlRAN: A bill (H. R. 28845) to provide for the 
creation of the office of assistant to the medical officer in charge 
of physical training and naval hygiene and physiology at the 
United States Naval Academy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. ~ 

By Mr. HARRISON of Mississippi: Resolution (H. Res. 800) 
to reprint 1,000 additional copies of the Soil· Survey of the 
Biloxi Area, Mississippi, for use in the House document room; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By the SPElAKER (by request) : Resolution of the General 
Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States giving 
Congress power to regulate the hours of labor; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

.Also (by request), joint resolution of the Senate and Assem
bly of the State of Wisconsin, that Congress be memorialized to 
grant a pension of $2,500 a year to the widow of the late Lieut. 
Gen. Arthur l\IacA1·thur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial from the · Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, memorializing Congress to grant a pension of 
$2,500 a year to the widow of Lieut. Gen. Arthur MacArthur; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolution of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, favoring a pension for the widow of Gen. Arthur 
MacArthur ; to the Committee, on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
,Wisconsin, favoring the granting of a pension of $2,500 a year 
to the widow of the late Lieut. Gen. Arthur MacArthur; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PRIVATE BILLS Al~ RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 28843) granting a pension 

to Carrie Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By .Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 28844) for the retirement of 

James C. Gunn, first lieutenunt, Philippine Scouts; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIO::N"S, ETC. 

Under clau e 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were In.id 
on the Clerk' desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin: Petition of the Women's Club 
oi Bea. ver Dam, Wis., and of Mrs. H . El Andrews and ·others, 
of Portage, Wis., favoring the passage o~ the McLean bill for 

·the Federal protection of migratory birds; to the Committee _on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of the Chamber of Connµerce of 
Milwankee, Wis., favoring the passage of legislation for the 
establishment of a permanent tariff commission ; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\lr. CLARK of Florida : Petition of sundry citizens of 
Miami ancl Pensacola, Fla., protesting against the pa age of 
certain bills regulating pilota.ge; to the Committee on the Mer
chant .Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of W. T. Eddingfield, Henry J. Hal
lam, Jackson A. Winer, J. L. Redinar, N. l\I. Williams and the 
Pastors' Federation of Washington, of Washington, D. C., favor
ing the passage of the Jones excise bill for limiting the number 
of saloons; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Otter F. Stieff.el.and, II. A. Steinwendcr, and 
W. J. Steinwender, of St. Loni , Mo~, protesting against the pas
sage of the Johnston exci e bill for the proper ob ervance of 
Sunday in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Mrs. W. F. Dimock, New York, favoring the 
passage of Senate bill 5494, granting the George Washington 
Memorial Association the armory square as a site upon which 
to build the George 1Yashington memorial building; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, petition of Joseph Helde and 11 other citizens of St. 
Louis, Mo., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 5461, 
to regulate the traffic of liquor in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of George M. Gibert, St. Louis, Mo., favoring 
the passage of House bill 25685, providing for the labeling and 
tagging of all fabrics and articles intended for sale under inter
state commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Francis 0. de Luze & Co., New York; Iowa 
Liquor Dealers' Association, Clinton, Iowa; Mel vale Distillery 
Co., Baltimore, Md.; Imperial American Wine Co. ; Bishop
Babcock-Becker Co., and St. Louis Brewing Association, of St. 
Louis, Mo., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 5461, 
to regulate the traffic of liquors in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil
waukee, Wis., favoring the passage of legislation for the estab
lishment of a permanent tariff commission; to the Committee 
on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By l\Ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of the General 
Court of Massachusetts, favoring the passage of an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States giving Congress power 
to regulate the hours of labor; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By l\lr. HOWELL: Petition of citizens of Utah, fa>oring the 
passage of legislation asking for a Federal investigation of the 
persecution of the editors of the Appeal to Ilea on ; to the Com
mittee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department. 

.Also, petition of the J. C. McDonald Chocolate Co. , Salt Lake 
City, Utah, favoring the passage of IJ.egislation for placing nuts 
on the free list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By l\Ir. LANGLEY: Petition of J. P. Bre t, Moravia, Pa., 
favoting the passage of House bill 1339, granting an increase 
of pension to veterans of the Civil War who lost an arm or leg; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. Lll\TDSAY : Petition of George E. Blackhnll, George 
Brady, Richard Vdmittke, Alexander Finillay, and W. J. Mur
ray, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring an amendment to the naval 
appropriation bill providing for the building of one of the new 
battleships in a Government navy yard; to the Committee on 
Na val Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Interborough As ociation of Women 
Teachers, Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the pas age of House bill 
19115 for payment due old men and women found by the 
Court of Claims for labor in the navy yards; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr: LOBECK: Petition of the Grand Army of the Repub
lic of Nebraska, protesting against the passage of the bill to 
transfer tho Pacific Branch of the National Home for Dis
abled Volunteer Soldiers to the War Department; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota : Petition of sundry citi
zens of Vale, s. Dak., favoring the passage of Federal legisla
tion authorizing national banks to make loans on farm-mortgage 
securities; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. NEELEY: Petition of citizens of Pawnee County and 
Barton County, favoring the passage of House bill 2 188, pro
viding for reconstruction and maintenance of the old National 



1913. COr GRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE1 ·3713 
Road from Cumberland, Md., to St. Louis, Mo.; to the Commit
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas, protesting against the 
passage of legislation requiring higher licenses and qualifica
tions on r-iiral salesmen of home remedies, spices, toilet ar
ticles, etc.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Barton County, Kans., favoring the 
passage of the Kenyon-Sheppard bill preYenting the shipment of 
liquor into dry territory; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Finney County, Kans., fayoring 
the passage of leO'i lation for the establishment of a system of 
foreign credit; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of citizens of Allegheny County, 
Pa., favoring the passaO'c of the Weeks bill for Fed~ral protec
tion of migratory birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of citizens of Asbury Park, 
Woodbridge, Jame burg, Englishtown, South RiYer, Freehold, 
and l\fetuchen, all of New Jersey, favoring the passage of legis
lation compelling concerns selling goods direct to the consume1~ 
by mail to conh·ibute their portion of the funds for the develop
ment of the local community, county, and State; to the Com· 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TH0~1AS: Petition of members of the Seventh-day 
AdYentist Church, Bowling Green, Ky., protesting against the 
passage of the Johnston Sunday bilI ( S. 237) for the proper ob
sen·ance of Sunday in the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Colnmbia. · 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Mary Floyd Tallmadge Ch.ap
ter, . Daughters of the .American Revolution, favoring the pas
sage of the McLean bill for the Federal protection of migratory 
birds; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the United Hatters of 
North America, Brooklyn, N. Y., protesting against the pass..1gc 
of legislation reducing the tariff on hats; to the Committee on 
;\Vays and Means. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Su:~rn.n:·, February B3, 1913. 

The IIouse met at 12 o·ciock noon. 
The Chaplain, fleY. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offeretl the fol

lowing prarer : 
Hear my cry, 0 God; attend unto my prayer. From the end 

of the earth will I cry unto Thee when my heart is oyer
whelmed; lead me to the rock that is higher than I. For 
Thou hast been a shelter for me· and a strong to\\er from the 
enemy. I will abide in Tby tabernacle fore--1er; I will trust 
in the covert of Thy wings. 

From time immemorial, 0 God our Father, men's hearts have 
turned instinctively to Thee in great crises for help, in sorrow 
and grief for comfort, in every contingency for inspiration and 
guidance; so our hearts turn to Thee as we assemble in memory 
of men who by faithful senice in State and Nation gained for 
themselyes the respect and confidence of tlle people, wrought 
well among us, left the impress of their personality upon our 
minds, and made a place for themsel"rns in. our hearts which 
time nor space can erase. "For we know that if our earthly 
house of this tabernacle "ere dissol'rnd we haYe ::t bullding of 
God, an house not made witli hands, eternal in the heavens." 

"We leave this and straightway enter another palace of the 
King more grand and beautiful." 

We mourn their going, but uot without hope. We are cast 
do~-rn but not overwh€1med, dismayed but not confounded. 

For the love of God is broader 
Than the measures of man's mind, 

And the heart of the Eternal 
Is most wonderfully kind. 

Enter Thou 0 God our Father into the de olate homes and 
bind up the brui ed and broken hearts With the oil of Thy loye, 
that they may look through their tear· to the rainbow of hope 
and follow on without fear and doubting into that realm where 
all mysteries shall be solved, all sorrows melted into joy, soul 
touch soul in a.n eYerlasting communion, and eons of praise we 
:will er-er gile to '.rhce, in the spirit of the Lord Christ. Amen. 

The SPEAKER 'l'he Clerk will read the Journal of the 
proceedings of ye t rdny. 

l\lr. l\!ORGAN of Louisiana. :Mr. Spenker, I ask unanimous 
consent that th l'eading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER '.l'lle gent1 man from Louisiana ask& unani
ruous con.~ent to clispen~e with the reading of the Journal. Is 
there objection? [After ::i pause.] The Chair hear& non-e. 
1Without objection, the Journal will ·tand approved. 

There '--ras n-0 olJje:eti-0n. 

TIIE LA'IE REPRESENTATIVE ROBERT C. WICKLIFFE. 

The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
On motion of Mr. MonGAN of Louisiana, by unanimous consent, 
Ordered, That Sunday, February 23, 1913, at 12 o'clock m., be set 

apart for addresses upon the life, character, and public services o! 
Hon. ROBERT C. W'ICKLll'FE, late a Rep1·esentative from the State ot 
Louisiana. 

Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana. 1\Ir. Speaker, I offer the follow
ing resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

House resolution 861. 
Rcsohed, That the business of the House be now suspended, that 

opportunity may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon. ROBERT 
C. WtCKLIFrn. late a Member of the House from the State of Louisiana. 

Resoli;ea, That as a particular mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased and in recognition of his distinguished public career the 
House at the conclusion of the memori:tl exercises of the day shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk comm11nicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Resolred. That the Clerk send a. copy of these resolutiuns to the 

family of the deceased. 

The reEolntion was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. MORGA.t.."'f of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, we are here con
Yened to pay honor to the memory and to delineate the life, 
character, ::mtl public service of one of Louisiana's most promis
iug and 11olished son , the late ROBERT C. WICKLIFFE, who, on 
the 11th day of June, 1!)12, "·as cut off in the flower of his youth 
and in the height of a career of usefuln~'S to the people. 

In the usual course of human events the sadne~s of death is 
~ftened in the preparation of its inevitab-le coming, but when, 
without premonition or warning, it takes from our midst the 
lo1'ecl and honored and lays at our feet the cold and inanimate 
clay in exchange for the pulsate life of a warm and joyous 
heart, the blow fulls heavily, and the will of God seems a 
wondrous way thnt is hard for us to understand. Yet I know 
of no one better prer ared to face the judgment of God without 
preparation. 

UoB'ERT C. WICKLIFFE was born on 1\Iay 1, 1874, at Bardstown, 
Ky., while his parents were visiting relatives in that State; 
he.nee Kentucl..-y commingles her pride and her so1Tow with that 
of Louisiana in the life and death of her· illµ trious son. They 
both suffered a common lo s. 

He received his primary education in the public schools of 
West Feliciana Parish, La., thereafter entering Center College, 
Danville, Ky., from which institution he graduated. in 1895 with 
the degree of B. S. Immediately after, he matriculated a:s 
a student in the law department of the Tulane Uni-.ersity, 
at New Oi-leans, La., completing his course in 1897, after which 
he returned to West Feliciana Pa.rish and acti--rely entered into 
the p"ractice of his cho ·en profession. 

His people, at once recognizing and appreCiating his trans
cendent ability, elected him to represent that parish in the con
stihrtionul com'ention of 1808, and after the adjournment of 
that august body he enlisted in Company EJ, First Louisiana 
Volunteer Infant~y, and served throughout the Spanish-Ameri
can War, and was mu tered out with his regiment in October 
the same year. He returned again to West Feliciana Parish to 
resume the practice of law~ and in 1900 w:rn elected district 
attorney of llie twenty-fourth judicial district of Louisiana, 
serving his people in that capacity with distinction up to 1004. 

In 1908 he became a candidate for the nomination for Con
gress from the sixth congressional district, and, haying received 
the nomination in the econd primary, was elected to the Sixty
first and reelected to the Sixty-second Congress without oppo
sition. 

l\Ir. WICKLIFFE was of noble and distinguished extraction. 
His grandfather, Charles A. Wickliffe, served seYeral terms in 
Congress, wa · goyernor of Kentucky, and subsequently Post
master Gen-eral in the Cabinet of President '.fyler. Hi~ father, 
R. C. Wickliffe, was governor of Louisiana. 

Now, while it is perfectly clear that a great name was handed 
down to "Bon " Wrc:KLIFFE, ret it is equally obVions that he 
united distindion to the honors his ancestry hnd already gained. 

In looking over the life of :Mr. WrcKLIFFE the- soil of my 
nativity becomes d-eare1· to me for having nurtured uch a man, 
not that his accomplishments haYe drawn him into the spotlight 
of publi-c recognition, not that his genius overshadowed the 
etfo1·ts of his fellow men, but tlln.t he crowned manhoo:d with the 
dignity of honor and the- spirit of loyalty, linked the refinement 
of the south'etn gentleman to the rugged worth of the .. son of toil, 

· and by no act of his lessened the res11ect due to bis- life of nse
fulness. The result of his work in the e Unmtion of bis char-
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